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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Tuesday, March 4, 1997 
The House met at 12:30 p.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem
pore [Mr. EWING]. 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPO RE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be
fore the House the following commu
nication from the Speaker: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington , DC, March 4, 1997. 

I hereby designate the Honorable THOMAS 
W. EwlNG to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NEWT GINGRICH, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

MORNING HOUR DEBATES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu

ant to the order of the House of Janu
ary 21, 1997, the Chair will now recog
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning hour debates. The Chair will 
alternate recognition between the par
ties, with each party limited to not to 
exceed 30 minutes, and each Member 
except the majority and minority lead
er limited to not to exceed 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California [Mr. FILNER] for 5 min
utes. 

THE BORDER INFRASTRUCTURE 
SAFETY AND CONGESTION RE
LIEF ACT 
Mr. FILNER. Mr. Speaker, I was hon

ored yesterday to join Senator BAR
BARA BOXER in San Diego, CA, in my 
district as we announced historic legis
lation to improve our Nation's border 
transportation infrastructure. Today, 
Senator BOXER and I will introduce 
this legislation that we have called the 
Border Infrastructure Safety and Con
gestion Relief Act. 

Mr. Speaker, it is critical that Fed
eral funding be found for border high
way and rail projects without affecting 
California's Federal highway assist
ance. Our legislation would establish a 
$500 million border infrastructure fund 

to pay for construction and improve
ments to border area infrastructure 
and would fund Federal loan guaran
tees to rehabilitate shortline freight 
railroads. 

Historically, U.S. investment in its 
transportation infrastructure has re
sulted in a system of roads, highways, 
bridges, railroads, airports, and sea
ports that is unmatched around the 
world. This transportation system has 
been crucial in keeping America's 
economy strong. 

Similarly, we know that border infra
structure is absolutely essential for the 
continued economic development of my 
city and county of San Diego, and we 
cannot afford to see America reverse 
this infrastructure investment policy 
now. Yet that is precisely what is hap
pening because of Federal inaction on 
border infrastructure issues. Further 
inaction will place our national trans
portation infrastructure and our eco
nomic well-being in great jeopardy. 

Federal mandates regarding trade 
and immigration have placed a tremen
dous strain on roads, bridges, high
ways, and rail lines that simply cannot 
accommodate the increased traffic that 
results from these decisions. State 
Route 905 in San Diego and the reestab
lishment of the San Diego & Arizona 
Eastern Railroad are just two such un
funded mandates in the city of San 
Diego. 

By order of the Federal Government, 
all commercial traffic traveling be
tween San Diego and Tijuana, the two 
largest cities on the United States
Mexico border, uses a city street called 
Otay Mesa Road. Though it is cur
rently only a four-lane street, this road 
carries hundreds of thousands of trucks 
every week. It is time that the Federal 
Government devoted its resources to 
establishing an effective, efficient, and 
safe highway connection to our Federal 
Interstate System. 

The San Diego & Arizona Eastern 
Railroad would establish a direct and 
important transcontinental commer

. cial rail link between San Diego and 
the rest of the United States. This link 
is critical for the economic develop-

ment of our port and for creation of 
thousands of jobs. Both priorities are 
high on the list for the city and county 
of San Diego, the San Diego Associa
tion of Governments, our chamber of 
commerce, our port and business and 
political leaders all through our coun
ty. 

With this infrastructure in place, San 
Diego would achieve its rightful status 
as a world class, 21st-century city with 
an open door to the great future of the 
Pacific rim trade. Without it, Amer
ica's sixth largest city is relegated to a 
" bedroom community" status with no 
door to the vast world just outside its 
doorstep. 

The lesson is simple. The Federal 
Government must take responsibility 
for its trade policies and accept the 
consequences of its action. We must 
stop passing the infrastructure buck. 

I am glad to say there is a glimmer of 
hope, however. The Clinton administra
tion has heard our pleas and will soon 
announce its proposals to fund border 
construction and trade corridor im
provements in the Infrastructure Safe
ty and Congestion Relief Act. We wel
come the administration's response 
and we look forward to their rec
ommendations. 

Mr. Speaker, Senator BOXER and I 
are taking the necessary steps to ac
cept our own Federal responsibility 
and will be working together with all 
interested parties to begin addressing 
this Federal obligation. We strongly 
welcome and encourage Congress and 
the Clinton administration to join with 
us. 

SUPPORT DISPLAY OF TEN 
COMMANDMENTS IN COURTROOMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker's announced policy of Jan
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Flor
ida [Mr. SCARBOROUGH] is recognized 
during morning hour debates for 5 min
utes. 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
come before this Chamber today to 
give my strongest commendations to 
the Congressman from Alabama [Mr. 
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ADERHOLT] , who is coming forward 
with a resolution today supporting the 
placement of the Ten Commandments 
in a courtroom in his home State of 
-Alabama. 

A lot of people might ask, why do 
you need to actually pass a resolution 
supporting the placement of the Ten 
Commandments in a courtroom in 
America, because after all, there are 
two copies of the Ten Commandments 
at the Supreme Court of the United 

_States. Right in this Chamber, as you 
walk out, the same door that the Presi
dent walks in, above that is a bust of 
Moses who brought the Ten Command
ments down from Mount Sinai. 

I mean let us face it. Even though 
the radicals of the past 30 years do not 
like to admit it, that is a great part, 
the Ten Commandments are a great 
part of our American heritage. In fact, 
the very radicals who claim to try to 
tear God out of our public life, out of 
our courtrooms, out of our schools, any 
mentioning of it at all, who want to 
censor God and censor those who be
lieve in the importance of faith and 
this country's destiny, they claim to 
do it because they want to protect the 
Constitution, and yet the father of the 
Constitution, James Madison, stated 
while he was drafting the Constitution: 

We have staked the entire future of the 
American civilization not upon the power of 
government, but upon the capacity of the in
dividual to govern himself, to control him
self and sustain himself according to the Ten 
Commandments of God. 

That was the father of the Constitu
tion that said that, so why would the 
AOL U types respond to that? And 
would they call George Washington un
American? Would they call George 
Washington a radical when he stood up 
at his Farewell Address and said, "It is 
impossible to govern rightly without 
God and the Ten Commandments." Or 
would they call Abraham Lincoln a 
radical, a dangerous reactionary who 
in 1863 in a proclamation wrote: 

We have grown in numbers, wealth and 
power as no other nation has ever grown, but 
we have forgotten God. Intoxicated with un
broken success, we have become too self-suf
ficient to feel the necessity of redeeming and 
preserving grace and too proud to pray to the 
God that made us. 

Tom Hayden and Abbie Hoffman and 
those who were running around in the 
streets in the 1960's that eventually be
came tenured professors and lawyers 
for the ACLU might not like history, 
and maybe that explains why they 
have been trying to revise history and 
trying to build a bridge to the 21st cen
tury that would cut America off from 
its past heritage. 

It is dangerous. It is dangerous be
cause it creates a valueless void that 
allows the words of Madonna, the ac
tions of Dennis Rodman, and the life of 
Larry Flynt to replace the very ideas 
in our civilization and in our society 
that Washington, Jefferson, Madison, 
and Lincoln built the bedrock of this 
great Republic upon. 

If Americans scratch their head and 
wonder why we are having ethical 
problems in Washington and in State 
capitals across the country and in uni
versities, why there are cheating scan
dals, why violence is breaking out in 
the inner cities at an unprecedented 
rate, they do not have to look any fur
ther than the fact of what Abraham 
Lincoln said over 100 years ago. 

We have got to stop denying the ex
istence of a faith that our Founding 
Fathers built this Republic upon and 

·were not ashamed to state that. 
Forget about religion. We do not 

want to establish a national religion. 
But we also do not want to hide our 
eyes from an American heritage that 
made us what we have been in the past 
and what we as Americans can be once 
again. 

EAST TIMOR SHOULD BE IDGHER 
PRIORITY FOR U.S. FOREIGN 
POLICY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker's announced policy of Jan
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Vir
ginia [Mr. WOLF] is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I was 
pleased today to see the ·editorial, 
which I will submit for the RECORD, in 
the Washington Post about East 
Timor. Like many issues in Wash
ington, One minute it is hot and the 
next minute it is not. The editorial 
writer cautidns, " The Nobel Peace 
Prize brought a brief flare of publicity 
to East Timor's just but long neglected 
case, and then, just as Indonesia's gov
ernment hoped, world tension turn 
elsewhere." · 

But we must not let East Timor drop 
off the radar screen. For over 20 years 
the people there have suffered and 
fought for their human rights, and it 
would be immoral to let them down 
now. The United States needs to focus 
on this issue more. We need to make it 
a higher priority with regard to our 
foreign policy. 

In November, Bishop Carlos Ximenes 
Belo shared the 1996 Nobel Peace Prize 
and he was nominated for the prize by 
our colleague, the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HALL]. He was nominated for 
his efforts to encourage peace, rec
onciliation and human rights. 

In January, I had the opportunity to 
visit Bishop Belo in East Timor. I 
found people were scared, scared of 
being arrested in the middle of the 
night; scared of being tortured; scared 
of disappearing without a trace. People 
I talked to had had family members 
who were killed or who had dis
appeared. We heard reports of police 
breaking into homes in the middle of 
the night and arresting young people. 
We met one young man whose ear had 
been slashed by the Indonesian secu
rity forces. People were afraid to talk 
to us, ever conscious of the pervasive 

military and security presence on the 
island. I felt like I was back in Roma
nia in 1985 under the tyranny of 
Nicolae Ceausescu. 

Last week I met with Jose Ramos
Horta, who shared the 1996 Nobel Peace 
Prize with Bishop Belo. He came to 
Washington to raise awareness of the 
conflict and told stories of torture and 
repression on the island. 

The United States, and the adminis
tration in particular, has an obligation 
to illustrate to the world that cam
paign donations have nothing to do 
with their policy in this region. We 
have an obligation to speak out and 
use our influence with the Indonesian 
Government. 

We should encourage Jakarta to ne
gotiate a peaceful settlement and in 
the meantime reduce the repressive 
and heavy-handed police presence on 
the island. We should urge them to 
allow human rights monitors. We 
should appoint a prominent American 
to work on this issue full time. This 
person would enhance the good work 
already being done by the United Na
tions and U.S. Ambassador Stapleton 
Roy. A more aggressive diplomatic ef
fort by the U.S. Government is needed. 

I have raised this issue with Sec
retary of State Madeleine Albright and 
National Security Advisor Sandy 
Berger. I have urged them to prioritize 
this issue in U.S. foreign policy. But I 
rise today to urge anyone who cares 
about East Timor to do the same. 

D 1245 
I urge Members of Congress, religious 

leaders, human rights activists and 
anybody who is concerned, contact 
Secretary Albright, contact Sandy 
Berger at the White House and urge 
them to focus on this issue. Write 
them. Call them. Fax them. These are 
the people in our Government who will 
be looking at this issue. These are the 
people who need to know that Ameri
cans care. 

The East Timorese are entitled to de
cide for themselves who they want to 
run their affairs. Mr. Ramos-Horta is 
calling for a plebiscite, a referendum. 
This is an idea worth considering. In 
the meantime they are entitled to live 
in peace and without fear of repression. 
Encouraging the Indonesian Govern
ment to resolve this conflict once and 
for all is the least we can do as a coun
try dedicated to freedom and justice 
and democracy. This is an important 
issue for the United States. It is an im
portant issue for the people of East 
Timor, who have suffered for 20 years. 
Let President Clinton, let Secretary 
Albright, let Mr. Berger know that you 
care. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD the editorial to which I re
ferred: 

[From the Washington Post, Mar. 4, 1997) 
OFF THE SCREEN AGAIN 

Last October the Nobel Peace Prize went 
to two leaders of East Timor, a distant 
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South Pacific island where a small popu
lation has been valiantly resisting Indo
nesian colonization for more than two dec
ades. The prize brought a brief flare of pub
licity to East Timor's just but long-ne
glected cause, and then-just as Indonesia's 
government hoped-world attention again 
turned elsewhere. Last week, one of the 
Nobel laureates, Jose Ramos-Horta, came to 
Washington, hoping to put East Timor back 
on the international agenda. 

Over the years, the United States has of
fered little assistance. Anxious to please a 
Cold War ally, U.S. officials looked the other 
way when Indonesia occupied East Timor in 
1975 and when tens of thousands there died 
from what the Nobel committee listed as 
" starvation, epidemics, war and terror. " 
President Clinton, early in his term, seemed 
ready to reverse traditional U.S. policy. His 
administration supported a United Nations 
resolution criticizing Indonesia on human 
rights, and in 1993 Mr. Clinton raised the 
issue of East Timor with Indonesian Presi
dent Suharto. But then Mr. Clinton decided 
that trade mattered above all, and the plight 
of East Timor again receded from U.S. policy 
screens. 

Last week, Mr. Ramos-Horta, a kind of un
official foreign minister, for the first time 
secured a meeting with senior officials in the 
State Department. This is a positive, if 
small, step forward. It should be followed by 
more action. Indonesia is a modernizing na
tion of nearly 200 million people who live on 
6,000 islands. Its own interests are not served 
by keeping captive 600,000 Timorese living on 
one of those. Mr. Ramos-Horta is asking only 
for a plebiscite so the East Tiomorese can 
decide their own future. It's a reasonable re
quest. 

MAKE IT RIGHT WITH GULF WAR 
VETERANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
EWING). Under the Speaker's an
nounced policy of January 21, 1997 the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
METCALF] is recognized during morning 
hour debates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. METCALF. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to issue my personal plea for the 
Department of Veterans Affairs and 
the Department of Defense to accept 
the fact that we have gulf war veterans 
and family members who are very sick 
and they need the best medical assist
ance available given without hesi
tation by these departments. 

While the issue is very serious, we 
can focus our concern later about who 
is responsible. Ignoring these sick and 
disabled veterans does nothing for 
them not their families. More seri
ously, this situation erodes public faith 
in our Government as a whole and 
these departments in particular. 

In the last few months, more and 
more information has come out about 
the possibility of exposure to chemical 
and biological weapons in the gulf re
gion. Film footage of the destruction of 
vast weapons storage areas have been 
played on the screens of television all 
over America. The Department of De
fense has now admitted to the poten
tial for exposure of many thousands of 
service members in the gulf at that 
time. 

The depot at Kamishya, described to 
be the size of 25 B-25 hangers, was just 
one of what may prove to be many 
sites where exposure occurred. The 
bunkers were reportedly full of chem
ical and biological weapons. This infor
mation was reported to commanders in 
charge but orders were given nonethe
less to destroy the site. 

Until recently, veterans have been 
told that gulf war illness was a mental 
condition, stress, or posttraumatic 
stress disorder. A veteran from 
Whatcom County in my district back 
home in Washington State has had a 
claim pending with the Veterans Ad
ministration for over 4 years, only to 
be told that they need more informa
tion to be able to rate him. 

Just last week he was finally given a 
rating of 60 percent for the gulf war ill
ness portion of his claim, but he is one 
of the few that have met with much 
success for gulf war illness. 

If you speak to the Veterans Admin
istration about that 95 percent denial 
rate for veterans claiming gulf war ill
ness, the VA will respond that the 5 
percent approval rate is really a great 
achievement. My constituent and 
many others like him are waiting for 
the system that we are responsible to 
oversee to finally look at the work of 
the reputable researchers who believe 
they have identified the cause and via
ble treatment for many of the afflicted. 

KREM television in Spokane, WA, 
has shown an excellent series of sto
ries, produced and reported by Mr. Tom 
Grant. Mr. Grant conducted interviews 
with veterans and researchers from 
around the country that illustrate the 
severity of the problem and show prom
ising results with the treatment of the 
drug Doxycycline. My office has a copy 
of this statement and would be happy 
to make it available to other Members. 

We owe it to our veterans not to bury 
our heads in the sand but to look at the 
sources of the problem and potential 
solutions that fall outside the comfort 
paradigm of the Department of De
fense. If Doxycycline has helped some 
of our veterans, our Government physi
cians need to be free to dispense it to 
others. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, our Govern
ment evidently has not yet learned 
from the post-Vietnam era of neglect 
and denial that we appear to be wit
nessing another Agent Orange like de
bacle , one of possibly much greater 
magnitude. 

Now, not tomorrow, is the time to 
make it right with our gulf war vet
erans, with their wives and their chil
dren. 

HUMAN CLONING 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker's announced policy of Jan
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. EHLERS] is recognized 
during morning hour debates for 5 min
utes. 

Mr. EHLERS. Mr. Speaker, for years 
the American public, and humans in 
general, have been fascinated with the 
possibility of creating human life by 
other than the natural means. This has 
given rise to stories such as Franken
stein, the attendant movies, and other 
horror stories related to that. 

This past week fears reached a new 
height when we discovered that British 
researchers had cloned a sheep. Imme
diately cries arose about the dangers of 
doing this, the British Government has 
threatened to withdraw funding for 
that research, et cetera. I would like to 
address the issue of Cloning in general 
but more specifically the issue of 
human cloning. 

As my colleagues may be aware, I do 
have a scientific background, although 
not in the life sciences. I have to say 
that I am not the least surprised that 
we were able to clone a sheep and will 
not be the least surprised if someday 
we will be able to clone a human being. 
However, I strongly believe it should 
not be done. 

We have through the years tampered 
with the normal reproductive process, 
particularly as it relates to animals. 
First evidence of that was artificial in
semination. Today most of the mam
mals produced for food, for dairy pro
duction, and so forth, begin life 
through the process of artificial insem
ination. We have even proceeded be
yond that through surrogate parenting, 
selecting not only a father of choice 
but also a mother of choice, using in 
vitro fertilization, and placing the em
bryo in the uterus of an animal which 
is very good at carrying young and giv
ing birth to them. But now we have 
reached another stage where we have 
through cloning created one animal 
which is in all regards identical to the 
animal from which its DNA was taken. 

Immediately the specter arises of 
doing the same for humans. I can as
sure you that, if we do not take steps 
to prevent research, in fact a human 
will be cloned. 

Mr. Speaker, I do applaud the Presi
dent for this morning issuing a morato
rium on the use of Federal funds for 
human cloning experiments. As he says 
in his comments, 

There is much about cloning that we still 
do not know. But this much we do know: any 
discovery that touches upon human creation 
is not simply a matter of scientific inquiry. 
It is a matter of morality and spirituality as 
well. 

The President's view is that human 
cloning would give rise to deep con
cerns, given our most cherished con
cepts of faith and humanity. Each 
human life is unique, born of a miracle 
that reaches beyond laboratory 
science. The President believes we 
must respect this profound gift and re
sist the temptation to replicate our
selves. That is precisely the danger we 
face, that individuals with substantial 
amounts of money and very large egos 



2992 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE March 4, 1997 
0 1400 would decide that they are such a great 

gift to humanity that in fact they 
should be cloned, so that there would 
be many copies of them to perpetuate 
their image and their ideas. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to make it clear 
in my opposition to this possible prac
tice that I am not a Luddite. I do not 
automatically react against techno
logical and scientific advances. Obvi
ously not, for I am a scientist and have 
participated in many advances. But 
this issue of creating human beings 
through the cloning process raises such 
fundamental issues of ethics, morality, 
theology, and religious belief that I be
lieve we should not only do as the 
President suggests, withhold funding, 
but I believe we should have an out
right ban on experimentation on 
human cloning within the United 
States. 

Human life is sacred. The good Lord 
ordained a time-honored method of cre
ating human life, commensurate with 
substantial responsibility on the part 
of the parents, the responsibility to 
raise a child appropriately. Creating 
life in the laboratory as we do with 
human cloning is totally inappropriate 
and so far removed from the process of 
marriage and parenting that has been 
instituted upon this planet that we 
must rebel against the very concept of 
human cloning. It is simply wrong to 
experiment with the creation of human 
life in this way. 

There are other aspects as well. What 
do we do with the failed experiments, 
the clones that go wrong? Are we sim
ply going to say, well, they do not real
ly matter because they were created in 
the laboratory? Will we simply dispose 
of them as we do with laboratory ani
mal experiments that go wrong? Obvi
ously you cannot. We are dealing with 
human beings. 

So because of the importance of this 
issue, the importance of preventing 
human experimentation of this sort, I 
will be introducing very shortly a bill 
that will ban the use of Federal funds 
for human cloning research and a sec
ond bill which will provide an outright 
ban on the practice of human cloning. 

SPECIAL RECOGNITION OF MRS. 
BEVERLY HOOVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker's announced policy of Jan
uary 21, 1997, the gentleman from Kan
sas [Mr. TlAHRT] is recognized during 
morning hour debates for 3 minutes. 

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor Beverly Hoover of 
Wichita, KS. 

Nominated for the Governor's Arts 
Award, Beverly Hoover is an arts vol
unteer extraordinaire. Last year the 
Wichita Art Museum gave her just that 
title, volunteer extraordinaire in honor 
of her 17 years of service. She became 
volunteer to the Wichita Art Museum 
in 1980, serving as a docent which she 

still does today. Bev was instrumental 
in raising funds for the Hands On Gal
lery in 1982. She served as president of 
the volunteer council, chairman of 
bake sales, coordinator of holiday 
trees, and president of the annual art 
and book fair. She is currently on the 
board of directors of the Friends of the 
Wichita Art Museum, which helps sup
port the museum endowment. She has 
been a member of the friends boards for 
8 years. 

But Bev does not limit herself to just 
one arts group. She is capable of serv
ing multiple organizations at one time 
and has served her community tire
lessly in any number of capacities for 
20 years, including school coordinator 
for · sculpture in the Wichita Elemen
tary School Art Project when her 
grown children were youngsters. Bev is 
the quintessential volunteer, a fast
fading commodity in most commu
nities. She serves on committees, takes 
leadership roles on boards, gives gener
ously of her time and resources and is 
an art collector and a patron of Wich
ita and Kansas art. 

Bev serves on the board of directots 
of the Metropolitan Ballet of Wichita 
and served as president of that organi
zation from 1983 to 1986. In her 16 years 
on the board, she has sold advertising 
for the ballet programs, raised money 
for guest artists, entertained the board 
and guests in her home, spearheaded a 
fundraising drive for a new studio, 
helped paint and repair the studio, su
pervised painting and mailing of count
less invitations and acted as usher to 
thousands of Wichita elementary 
school children who have come to 
enjoy and appreciate the ballet 
through Bev's efforts and those who 
volunteer like Bev. 

As if she were not busy enough, here 
is a sampling of the other activities for 
which Bev has volunteered over the 
years: the Music Theater of Wichita 
Association, 1987 to present; Wichita/ 
Sedgwick Historical Museum, women's 
support group, from 1994 to present; 
American Diabetes Association of Kan
sas; Wichita Center for the Arts--De
signing Women's Support Group, from 
1995 to present; the Women's Associa
tion of the Wichita Symphony from 
1987 to present, where she has served in 
various capacities, including young 
people's concert chairman and in var
ious leadership positions with the 
Decorators Showhouse. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask you to join me 
and my colleagues in Wichita Arts En
thusiasts by honoring Bev for all of her 
years of hard work and dedicated vol
unteerism. 

RECESS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu

ant to clause 12 of rule I, the House 
stands in recess until 2 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 58 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re
cess until 2 p.m. 

AFTER RECESS 
The recess having expired, the House 

was called to order by the Speaker at 2 
p.m. 

PRAYER 
The Chaplain, Rev. James David 

Ford, D.D., offered the following pray
er: 

We pray, gracious God, that though 
the journey for justice may seem ardu
ous and the necessary tasks of life 
seem too burdensome, yet in Your 
mercy we ask for support along the 
way. May there be nothing that keeps 
us from achieving a full measure of 
Your blessings or overwhelms us in our 
tasks. Teach us to walk by Your spirit, 
be lifted by Your presence and enno
bled by Your grace. This is our earnest 
prayer. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam

ined the Journal of the last day's pro
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour
nal stands approved. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The · SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. CHABOT] come forward 
and lead the House in the Pledge of Al
legiance. 

Mr. CHABOT led the Pledge of Alle
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

MORNING 1-MINUTE SPEECHES 
SERVE AN IMPORTANT FUNCTION 

(Mr. CHABOT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, the bipar
tisan practice of beginning each legis
lative day with a series of 1-minute 
topical speeches is under attack. There 
is an effort in some quarters to muffle 
debate by pushing this segment back to 
the end of the day's proceedings. If 
that attempt succeeds, those Ameri
cans who try to follow this portion of 
the proceedings may be deprived of this 
important opportunity. 

These 1-minute speeches at the start 
of the business each day give Members, 
even of low seniority, the chance to 
speak on issues of real concern to the 
Nation. I know that I hear from people 
all over the country responding to 
what has been said during these ·l-min
utes, and I think those people all over 
the country who want to follow our 
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proceedings would be deprived, and I do 
not want to see that happen. 

When individual Members seek to ad
vance an agenda more far-reaching 
than even their leadership would pro
pose, these 1-minutes provide a good 
forum for discussion. Morning 1-min
utes were tolerated by Democratic 
leadership and they have been contin
ued under Republican leadership. They 
should not be shoved to the end of the 
day in an effort to squelch the ex
change of views. 

CHILDREN'S HEALTH CARE 
COVERAGE A TOP PRIORITY 

(Ms. DELAURO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend her re
marks.) 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, may I 
first associate myself with the remarks 
of my colleague in terms of the oppor
tunity to talk about issues that come 
up and do it at the beginning of the 
day. I think the 1-minutes are a useful 
tool, a.nd helpful to the public in terms 
of following the debate here. 

Mr. Speaker, I came to Congress to 
fight for working families, and there is 
no issue more important to the health 
of families than the health and well
being of their kids. Expanding health 
care coverage for the 10 million unin
sured children in this Nation must be 
at the top of our legislative agenda. 

There are kids without health insur
ance in all kinds of families. The vast 
majority, 90 percent, are the children 
of working parents. But their parents 
either lack health insurance them
selves or their health plans do not 
cover their kids. 

Children living without health insur
ance are hurt in so many ways. They 
are less likely to have a family doctor, 
less likely to receive preventive care, 
less likely to receive treatment, even 
for serious illness, and thus are less 
likely to grow up heal thy and to be 
productive adults. 

I urge the leadership to move the ex
pansion of children's health care to the 
top of their legislative agenda, so we 
can make sure that the 10 million unin
sured kids in this country have a 
chance to grow up heal thy, ready to 
learn, and to succeed in life. 

SUPPORT THE CONSERVATION 
RESERVE PROGRAM 

(Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BARRETT of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to express my 
support for the Conservation Reserve 
Program, or CRP. Originally it was 
used as a supply management and con
servation tool. Over time, it has be
come the conservation program of 
choice for most producers. In addition, 

it has gained the full-fledged support of 
many different conservation, environ
mental, and sportsmen's groups. 

The 1996 farm bill gave the U.S. De
partment of Agriculture broad author
ity to develop a CRP policy that would 
provide the Nation with the most con
servation benefits for each of the dol
lars invested. USDA has worked hard 
to develop such a policy, and I applaud 
their efforts. 

However, many of my constituents, 
like me, are concerned with the un
timely manner in which the rule was 
issued. Many farmers in my district are 
agonizing over whether their land will 
be accepted into the CRP or if they 
should prepare to plant a crop. 

I will be keeping a very close eye on 
how USDA handles the sign-up process, 
and will be more than ready to act 
should things not go as planned. I urge 
my colleagues to do the same. 

END VOODOO ENVIRONMENTALISM 
IN YELLOWSTONE PARK 

(Mr. HILL asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re
marks.) 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, it is time to 
hold the Park Service accountable for 
its management of Yellowstone Na
tional Park. For 30 years Yellowstone 
has been managed with a hands-off pol
icy called natural regulation: a 1960's 
idea that scientists last week in testi
mony described as both foolish and 
misguided. 

We have a crisis brewing in Yellow
stone Park. As a result of overgrazing, 
the beaver population, deer population, 
even the endangered grizzly bear's 
habitat have been severely damaged. 
Tall willows have been reduced by 95 
percent. Aspen trees are disappearing. 
Stream banks are eroding 100 times 
faster inside the park than outside its 
boundaries. 

Bison, however, are so numerous 
they have overgrazed available pasture 
land. This winter over 1,000 bison 
starved to death or fled the park look
ing for food, and officials at the De
partment of the Interior say the cru
elty of starvation is good for the herd. 
One of every two bison now carry a dis
ease that causes abortion in cattle and 
death in humans. 

Mr. Speaker, this plan, a "let it 
starve" version of the old "let it burn" 
policy, can be replaced. We can do bet
ter. Let us stop this voodoo 
environmentalism, and preserve and 
protect Yellowstone Park. 

REASONS TO SUPPORT THE WORK
ING FAMILIES FLEXIBILITY ACT 
(Mr. BALLENGER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. BALLENGER. Mr. Speaker, em
ployees want more flexibility and 

choice in their work schedules. Unfor
tunately, there is a provision in the 
Federal law which prevents employers 
from being able to provide their em
ployees with flexibility in one area: 
giving them the choice of paid comp 
time or cash wages for working over
time. 

The Subcommittee on Workforce 
Protections recently heard testimony 
from witnesses in support of the Work
ing Families Flexibility Act, which 
would allow employers to offer employ
ees their choice of time or money. 

As Peter Faust, an employee with 
the Opportunity Village in Iowa said, 
"There are a lot of ways to make 
money in this country and lots of ways 
to spend it, but there's only one way to 
spend time with yourself, family, or 
friends, and that's to have time to 
spend.'' 

Linda Smith, an employee with the 
Bascom Palmer Eye Institute in 
Miami, FL, testified that she could 
save her overtime hours up for fur
thering her education, taking care of a 
debilitated parent or spending time 
with her young daughter. 

Please support the needs of these em
ployees and others by supporting H.R. 
1, the Working Families Flexibility 
Act. 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re (Mr. 
GooDLATI'E). Pursuant to the provi
sions of clause 5, rule I, the Chair an
nounces that he will postpone further 
proceedings today on the motion to 
suspend the rules on which a recorded 
vote or the yeas and nays are ordered 
or on which the vote is objected to 
under clause 4 of rule XV. 

Such rollcall vote, if postponed, will 
be taken on Wednesday, March 5, 1997. 

AUTHORIZING THE SPEAKER TO 
ENTERTAIN MOTIONS TO SUS
PEND THE RULES ON WEDNES
DAY, MARCH 5, 1997 AND THURS
DAY, MARCH 6, 1997 
Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak

er, I ask unanimous consent that on 
Wednesday, March 5, 1997, the Speaker 
be authorized to entertain motions to 
suspend the rules and agree to the fol
lowing resolutions: 

House Concurrent Resolution 17, con
gratulating the people of Guatemala on 
the success of the recent negotiations 
to establish a peace process for Guate
mala; House Concurrent Resolution 18, 
congratulating the people of the Re
public of Nicaragua on the success of 
their democratic elections; and Senate 
Concurrent Resolution 4, commending 
and thanking the Honorable Warren 
Christopher for his exemplary service 
as Secretary of State. 

And that on Thursday, March 6, 1997, 
the Speaker be authorized to entertain 
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a motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the following bill: 

H.R. 513, the District of Columbia 
Council Contract Review Reform Act of 
1997. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

REGARDING THE TEN 
COMMANDMENTS 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I . move to suspend the rules and 
pass the concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 31) expressing the sense of Con
gress regarding the display of the Ten 
Commandments by Judge Roy S. 
Moore, a judge on the circuit court of 
the State of Alabama. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 31 

Whereas Judge Roy S. Moore, a lifelong 
resident of Etowah County, Alabama, grad
uate of the United States Military Academy 
with distinguished service to his country in 
Vietnam, and graduate of the University of 
Alabama School of Law, has served his coun
try and his community with uncommon dis
tinction; 

Whereas another circuit judge in Alabama, 
has ordered Judge Moore to remove a copy of 
the Ten Commandments posted in his court
room and the Alabama Supreme Court has 
granted a stay to review the matter; 

Whereas the Ten Commandments have had 
a significant impact on the development of 
the fundamental legal principles of Western 
Civilization; and 

Whereas the Ten Commandments set forth 
a code of moral conduct, observance of which 
is universally acknowledged to promote re
spect for our system of laws and the good of 
society: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That it is the sense of 
Congress that-

(1) the Ten Commandments are a declara
tion of fundamental principles that are the 
cornerstones of a fair and just society; and 

(2) the public display, including display in 
government offices and courthouses, of the 
Ten Commandments should be permitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. CANADY] and the gen
tleman from Virginia [Mr. SCOTT] each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. CANADY]. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of House Concurrent Resolution 31, in
troduced by the gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. ADERHOLT]. I want to com
mend Mr. ADERHOLT for introducing 
this resolution and the gentleman from 
Illinois, Chairman HYDE, for agreeing 
to discharge the Committee on the Ju
diciary so that the House may consider 
this resolution without further delay. 

This resolution expresses the sense of 
Congress that the Ten Commandments 
are a declaration of fundamental prin
ciples and that the public display of 

the Ten Commandments should be per
mitted. 

There is a situation in the district of 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
ADERHOLT], in which the State circuit 
court judge has been ordered by an
other circuit court judge to remove the 
hand-carved rendition of the Ten Com
mandments displayed in his courtroom 
and to cease inviting clergy to lead ju
ries in prayer prior to their hearing 
cases. 

Our purpose here today is not to pres
sure any court to rule one way or an
other in any particular case; rather our 
purpose is to state our support for the 
display of the Ten Commandments and 
to acknowledge that the Ten Com
mandments are the foundation for the 
legal order in the United States and 
throughout western civilization. 

Of course, as we all know, the Ten 
Commandments have, both for Jews 
and Christians, great religious signifi
cance, significance which far tran
scends their role in the development of 
our laws. But that certainly does not 
mean that we should censor or prohibit 
their display in public places. 

There seems to be some confusion 
about what the Constitution requires 
with respect to the display of i terns or 
documents with some religious signifi
cance. The first amendment, contrary 
to what some people believe, does not 
require us to drive every such docu
ment or symbol from the public square. 

As Justice Rehnquist has stated, 
"The Establishment Clause does not 
require that the public sector be insu
lated from all things which may have a 
religious significance or origin.'' 

The U.S. Supreme Court has never 
ruled directly on the constitutionality 
of displaying the Ten Commandments 
in the courtroom. Only one lower Fed
eral court has addressed this issue. In 
that case, Harvey versus Cobb County, 
a Federal district court judge ruled a 
copy of the Ten Commandments could 
not lawfully be displayed in the Cobb 
County courthouse unless the Com
mandments were part of a larger dis
play that included other documents of 
historical and educational significance. 

The Ten Commandments, held by 
Moses the Lawgiver, are found in the 
chamber of the U.S. Supreme Court. 
Moses is one of the 23 marble relief por
traits of the lawgivers displayed over 
the gallery doors of this Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, if you will look back at 
the back of the Chamber, you will see 
Moses displayed prominently looking 
down over this Chamber. There are sev
eral other religious symbols and items 
on the Capitol grounds which time does 
not permit me to name. In addition, we 
begin our daily business in this Cham
ber, as we did today, with prayer, ei
ther by a chaplain paid for by the 
House or by an invited member of the 
clergy. 

In conclusion, let me say the Con
stitution does not require and the peo-

ple of this Nation do not desire Govern
ment officials to strip all documents of 
historical significance which enshrine 
standards of morality from public view 
simply because they have a religious 
basis or origin. I urge the passage of 
this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, our religious freedom is 
the foundation of our free society. This 
country was established on the high 
ideals of allowing everyone to practice 
the religion of their choice without in
terference of government. This resolu
tion, unfortunately, represents a re
treat from that very principle that has 
made us a great and tolerant Nation. 
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judge whose refusal to obey a court 
order is being reviewed by an Alabama 
Supreme Court. This is not a matter on 
which we have jurisdiction. The rulings 
to date are completely consistent with 
the precedents that have been long es
tablished by the courts. This case is 
still pending and we should not inter
fere with these proceedings. 

If the hanging of these Ten Com
mandments is unconstitutional, then it 
really does not matter what we think. 
We should abide with the law. If they 
are constitutional, then let the process 
go forward. 

Mr. Speaker, I think one of the im
portant factors is that one's religious 
beliefs should not be a factor in wheth
er or not one will receive justice in 
America's courts. This is the issue pre
sented by this amendment. It is not 
about the Ten Commandments or one's 
feelings about the Ten Commandments. 
It is about a courtroom remaining a 
fair place for all religions. The court
room loses its neutrality when it en
dorses a specific religious doctrine. De
spite my own beliefs in favor of the Ten 
Commandments, I do not believe that 
my personal views should be forced on 
others seeking the objective forum of a 
court of law. 

The first amendment reads in part, 
therefore, that Congress should make 
no law respecting an establishment of 
religion or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof. The posting of the Ten Com
mandments in the courtroom is an in
tentional governmental establishment 
of religion. The courts have already 
spoken on this issue. 

In Stone versus Grahm, the Supreme 
Court struck down a Kentucky law re
quiring the posting of the Ten Com
mandments in public schools. At least 
one Federal court has already decided 
that the posting of the Ten Command
ments in a courtroom is unconstitu
tional, and there is no precedent to 
suggest that this resolution could pos
sibly be constitutional. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak

er, I yield 4 minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. ADERHOLT] , the 
sponsor of this resolution. 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to thank the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on the Constitution 
[Mr. CANADY] , for his support of this 
resolution, as well as the numerous 
friends and colleagues who have ap
proached me in support of Judge Moore 
in Gadsden, AL. 

Mr. Speaker, the Constitution guar
antees freedom of religion. This resolu
tion does not endorse any one religion 
but, rather, states that a religious 
symbol which has deep-rooted signifi
cance for our Nation and its history 
should not be excluded from the public 
square. 

When Alexis de Tocqueville came to 
the United States in 1831 to study how 
our democracy was working, he was 
struck by how religious America was. 
He was impressed that a system of gov
ernment that allowed such freedom 
was able to maintain order. 

The Founders wisely realized that in 
a free society, it is imperative that in
dividuals practice forbearance , respect, 
and temperance. These are the very 
values taught by all the world's major 
religions. The Founders devised a Con
stitution that depended on religion 
serving as a civilizing force in societal 
life. John Adams, our second President, 
and one of the intellectual forces be
hind the formation of our Nation, said 
that " our Constitution was designed 
for a moral and religious people only. 
It is wholly inadequate to any other." 

But strangely today, there are those 
who seem determined to drive all trace 
of religion from the public sphere. 
They ignore the religious traditions on 
which this great Nation was founded 
and work to drive religion and reli
gious people out of public life. 

Many of my colleagues are aware 
Judge Roy Moore, a circuit court judge 
in Gadsden, AL, which is located in my 
district, has been ordered to take down 
a two-plaque replica of the Ten Com
mandments displayed in his courtroom. 
This case is currently pending before 
the Alabama Supreme Court. 

Many of my colleagues have noted 
before that this House Chamber con
tains the face of Moses and the words 
" in God we trust" above the Speaker's 
chair. Each day we open with prayer in 
this great body, as was done a few min
utes ago, and yet a small courtroom in 
Gadsden, AL, cannot hang a simple dis
play of the Ten Commandments on the 
wall without running the risk of a law
suit. 

Yet this resolution today is not just 
about Judge Moore and it is not just 
about the display of the Ten Command
ments in Gadsden, AL. It is about our 
national heritage and the role that re
ligion has historically played in our 
national life. Our Nation was founded 
on Judeo-Christian principles. 

The migration westward across the 
Atlantic, which began in the early 17th 
century, was due primarily to religious 
conviction. One of the most notable ex
amples of this was Roger Williams. 
Roger Williams was the one who first 
used the phrase "wall of separation" in 
reference to religious liberty. He ar
gued that the reason there needed to be 
a separation between the church and 
State was to protect the church, not 
the State. It is no small irony that the 
father of our religious liberty is about 
to be removed from the Capitol ro
tunda. 

The phrase " wall of separation" was 
also used by Thomas Jefferson in his 
letter to the Danbury Baptist Associa
tion. In this letter Thomas Jefferson 
argued that the goal of this "wall of 
separation" was to protect religious 
liberty, not to protect the workings of 
government from the influences of reli
gion. 

The Ten Commandments represent 
the very cornerstone of western ci vili
zation and the basis of our legal system 
here in America. To exclude a display 
of the Ten Commandments because it 
suggests an establishment of religion is 
not consistent with our Nation's herit
age, let alone common sense itself. 
This Nation was founded on religious 
traditions that are an integral part of 
the fabric of American cultural, polit
ical, and societal life. 

How can we promote integrity in our 
leaders and improve the moral fiber of 
our people without a basis in some ab
solute standard? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HORN]. 

Mr. HORN. I thank the gentleman 
from Virginia for yielding me this 
time. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a very difficult 
resolution. I have had long, long feel
ings that political figures should not 
use religion for political gain, and it 
bothers me when I see something come 
to the floor, with no committee hear
ings by either Judiciary, on which I do 
not serve, or on Transportation and In
frastructure, on which I do serve. 

If someone wants to have the Ten 
Commandments in their government 
office and there is no interaction with 
the public, that is certainly a right 
they can have under the first amend
ment. 

And Moses, of course, begins the law
givers of history over our center door. 
He is the first one I point to when con
stituents are brought into the House 
Chamber by me. And he was a great 
lawgiver. 

But the Constitution, I think, is very 
clear. We have an article III judiciary 
that is independent of the legislative 
and the executive branches And the ju
diciary is independent with good rea
son. And yet here we are intervening, 
or attempting to intervene, despite all 
of the protestations I will hear, we are 

intervening in a State court case which 
has not even reached the Federal 
courts, and it has certainly not been 
reviewed by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

Now, the Chief Justice is not simply 
Chief Justice presiding over the Su
preme Court. The Constitution des
ignates him as Chief Justice of the 
United States. He heads the article III 
judiciary which is an independent 
branch of government. 

When you have this resolution in
clude courthouses, you make a major 
mistake. You tread on the article III 
judiciary. If you are in Detroit, where 
there are many Arabic citizens or in 
Long Beach where there are many 
Cambodian citizens, and you are in a 
court case, and you walk into the 
courtroom, where you are involved in a 
case, and you see-under this resolu
tion-the Jewish and Christian code on 
the wall, you might ask "Where is the 
Islamic-or the Confucian-or the Bud
dhist-code of morality?" 

Mr. Speaker, there are many great 
religions in this world, Buddhism, 
Christianity, Confucianism, Judaism, 
and Islam. We have all studied them, 
many of us in this Chamber, and it is 
wrong to single out two religions and 
carve what they believe on the walls. 

Mr. Speaker, those are wonderful 
moral precepts. I would hope that most 
of us in this Chamber follow them, and 
I certainly follow them myself. On the 
other hand, I do not think it is the role 
of the Congress under article I to tell 
the article III judiciary what your 
courtroom should look like. That 
courtroom ought to be a place of neu
trality, where the issues can be fought 
out without any prejudgments having 
been made. And my feeling about this 
resolution suddenly coming to the 
floor, popping out of nowhere-as if 
Peter Pan was floating around the 
Chamber dropping resolutions here and 
there to be acted upon. Such a proce
dure violates every tradition of this 
House in terms of reference to com
mittee, careful consideration and 
thinking through the implications of 
an action before we simply use religion 
to advance political careers. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARR], a valued 
member of the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

Mr. BARR of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time, and I thank the gentleman 
from my neighboring State of Alabama 
for having the courage and the back
bone to introduce this resolution in 
this Chamber. 

Mr. Speaker, today, March 4, is the 
anniversary of the first day that the 
Constitution of the United States of 
America went into effect in 1789, and it 
is, therefore, I believe, Mr. Speaker, an 
especially appropriate day, though any 
day is an appropriate day, to stand up 
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for freedom of religion and to stand up 
for an exposition of the rule of law in 
our society, but this is an especially 
important and significant day to do 
that. 

Mr. Speaker, perhaps if Judge Moore 
had in addition to the Ten Command
ments a directive on that wall that ev
erybody that comes in must bow down 
and pay homage or fealty to those, 
that might be different. There is noth
ing mandatory and this Congress cer
tainly knows an awful lot about man
datory, they mandated this, that and 
the other things that we have passed 
over the years, unfunded mandates. 
What Judge Moore is doing is no more 
mandatory than any one of us standing 
up here as I stand here today and say 
in God we trust, and in God we do 
trust. And I do not think that the vast 
majority of Americans think there is 
anything whatsoever wrong in having 
their elected representatives believe 
and trust in God. 

Thank goodness, I suppose, in light of 
the arguments on the other side that 
Judge Moore did not have the audacity 
to include the Declaration of Independ
ence on his wall. Maybe he did, and 
maybe they will now object to that, be
cause in the Declaration of Independ
ence itself, we find references to God, 
and a creator, with a capital C and 
with a capital G. 

There is nothing mandatory in terms 
of forcing religion in this document 
than there is in those Ten Command
ments hanging on the wall which speak 
so eloquently about the rule of law 
that would make it unconstitutional in 
any way, shape or form. Indeed, what 
could be unconstitutional is the efforts 
made to take it down as an abridgment 
of the constitutional right to freedom 
of speech in this country. 

I say to Judge Moore: Carry on, 
Judge. Carry on as we will do here in 
this Chamber despite the constant ef
forts by the other side to demoralize, 
deemphasize this society, and stand 
here proudly and say in God we trust 
and, Judge Moore, we are glad that in 
God you trust, and I certainly hope 
that more of the defendants that ap
pear in your courtroom also hear that 
message because they will leave that 
courtroom then better citizens than 
when they came in, and that is indeed 
something that all of us here should be 
applauding, not denigrating. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. FRANK]. 

Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I know some have wondered 
why the pace of the House has been so 
slow this year. Here we are in March 
and we have not done any serious legis
lating, and I guess people who have 
been worried about that can now take 
heart. We are indeed legislating. We 
are in a congratulatory legislative 
mode. This week we will be congratu
lating Guatemala, Nicaragua, Warren 
Christopher, and Moses. 
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right, because as the gentleman from 
California who preceded me noted, 
what we have here is an effort to enlist 
religion into a political battle. No one 
thinks that this resolution will have 
any influence on the outcome of a 
court case. Indeed, we would hope it 
would not. There is going to be a judi
cial proceeding. 

How often does Congress take sides 
by resolution in a pending court case? 
The answer, fortunately, is not very 
often. It does it apparently when we 
have people in control of the House of 
Representatives who are lacking a leg
islative agenda, who are unhappy about 
a vacuum, and therefore put this into 
it, as has been noted by my colleague 
from California, without any hearing, 
without any chance to amend it. 

For instance, some people might 
want to vote for this, for all but sec
tion 2. Some people might, feeling the 
need, want to talk about what a won
derful thing the Ten Commandments 
is, or are, I am not sure of the gram
mar, but why do we have to vote with
out a chance to amend on section 2? 
Section 2 is relevant. 

The notion that this is freedom of re
ligion seems to me wholly without any 
intellectual respectability. We are 
talking here about a sitting judge pre
siding in a courtroom into which peo
ple are brought, one assumes some
times against their will. His freedom of 
religion as a citizen is not at issue 
here. His freedom of religion in his 
home and any private premises he 
maintains to put whatever he wants up 
is untrammeled. His freedom to speak 
as he wishes as a citizen is 
untrammeled. 

The question is, Do you bring people 
into a courtroom who have to be there 
and say to them officially, we feature 
this religious statement, because it is 
there as a religious statement. Indeed, 
in defending this religious statement 
by the judge some of the people on the 
other side would trivialize it. He is not 
putting the Ten Commandments up 
there as an interesting historical fac
tor. He, I believe, himself has acknowl
edged it is up there as an expression of 
the importance of religion. It is not 
just religion in general, which in itself 
I believe would be unconstitutional, 
but it refers to specific religions, Juda
ism and Christianity, which support 
the Ten Commandments. And it is not 
simply the principles of, that would 
not be objectionable, it is that specific 
religious expression. 

It is simply inappropriate constitu
tionally in this country to tell people 
that the price of justice in Alabama or 
anywhere else is to be acknowledging 
the superiority of 2 religions over oth
ers. People have said, well, you know, 
the separation of church and state was 
to protect religion, not government. 
That is right, and what you do not un-

derstand is how you undermine reli
gion. What you are saying is that the 
Ten Commandments are not in them
selves strong enough to command re
spect. Religion cannot propagate them 
sufficiently. We have to take a sitting 
judge, with all of the powers of a sit
ting judge and all of the authority 
vested in that judge and allow that 
judge to be the medium of educating 
people about the Ten Commandments 
while he is doing his judicial duty. 

That is a denigration of religion. 
That is an assumption that religion 
cannot make it on its own, and it is an 
inappropriate assumption and it vio
lates the constitutional right of people 
to say I do not believe in the Ten Com
mandments or I believe in 8 command
ments or 13 commandments. We are 
clearly here for political purposes seek
ing the capturing of the Ten Command
ments, not to inculcate respect for 
them but to deal with a political prob
lem. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. RILEY]. 

Mr. RILEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of the Aderholt resolution 
expressing the sense of Congress with 
respect to the display of the Ten Com
mandments. James Madison once de
clared, 

We have staked the entire future of the 
American civilization not upon the power of 
government, but on the capacity for each of 
us to govern ourselves, to control ourselves, 
and to sustain ourselves according to the 
Ten Commandments of God. 

Thomas Jefferson said, 
I consider ethics as well as religion as sup

plements to the law and the government of 
man. Clearly our Constitution and the Bill of 
Rights are built on the foundations of ethics 
and morality found 1n the Ten Command
ments. 

Jefferson's concepts of life, liberty, 
and the pursuit of happiness found in 
the Declaration of Independence also 
have roots in the principles put forth 
by the Ten Commandments. It is un
reasonable for anyone to contend that 
our forefathers did not use the Com
mandments and God's word as the mod
els in which to pattern a new nation, a 
nation based on the protection of indi
vidual liberties. 

Yet today, there are those who under 
the cloak of separation of church and 
state argue that the public display of 
our Ten Commandments in government 
offices, courthouses, schoolhouses, is a 
threat to those liberties. 

In my own State of Alabama there 
are efforts to prevent Judge Roy Moore 
from hanging the Ten Commandments 
in his courtroom. The Constitution's 
main purpose is to preserve everyone's 
inalienable right to worship as they see 
fit. Public servants like Judge Moore 
do not wish to promote any particular 
religious beliefs by displaying the Ten 
Commandments; instead, they only 
wish to post a reminder of what our so
ciety generally agrees is right or what 
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is wrong. The display of the Ten Com
mandments is a poignant reminder. 

As elected officials, we have a re
sponsibility to take a stand. We must 
protect and preserve the principles 
that form the foundations of our soci
ety and our Nation. I believe that the 
Ten Commandments should be allowed 
to hang in our public buildings as a re
minder of the fundamental principles 
of our Nation. 

The Commandments remind us that 
the Constitution was created to protect 
the weak from the strong, not to pro
mote the tyranny of the strong. They 
remind us that we all have a moral ob
ligation to respect the rights of others. 

Mr. Speaker, I am proud to stand 
with my friend and colleague, Con
gressman ADERHOLT, to preserve the 
moral and ethical foundations of this 
great country. Please support the pas
sage of this very important resolution. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. WATT]. 

Mr. WATT of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to thank my friend 
from Virginia for yielding me this time 
to debate this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I had the fortune of 
being born and reared in a house that 
adjoined the churchyard of the Mount 
Olive Presbyterian Church in Char
lotte, NC, the church that I happen to 
be still a member of, and grew up with 
a full understanding of what the Ten 
Commandments said and trying to 
honor those Commandments. 

Imagine the surprise yesterday when 
I received a phone call and had a mes
sage waiting for me when I arrived in 
Washington saying that somebody 
wanted to talk to me about a resolu
tion that was coming to the floor of 
the U.S. House of Representatives in 
support of the Ten Commandments. I 
thought surely this must be a mistake. 
I thought the Ten Commandments 
were to be supported or not supported 
in a religious context, not in the Halls 
of the Congress of the United States. 

Imagine my surprise this morning 
when I pulled out this and found it to 
be the calendar for the day. One item. 
No business yesterday on the floor of 
the House, no business today with the 
exception of one item; no business to
morrow with the exception of 3 con
gratulatory bills, congratulating peo
ple for something; no business the next 
day in the House. I thought maybe this 
is April Fool's that we are doing on the 
American people this week, but this is 
not April. 

I am a member of the Committee on 
the Judiciary. Until I got the call yes
terday from a constituent saying there 
is something coming on the floor of the 
House about the Ten Commandments, 
we had seen no sight of this resolution, 
no debate in the Committee on the Ju
diciary, no debate in any committee. 

I guess I should not be surprised, 
however, because I got the statistics 

last week that showed that we are only 
up to 25 bills on the floor of the House 
this session as compared to 175 or 
thereabouts at this time of the session 
2 years ago. We ought to be ashamed of 
ourselves for parading this resolution 
out here as if it was some kind of seri
ous business. 

This is not about whether you sup
port freedom of religion or not. If you 
support freedom of religion, then you 
would really be supporting the right of 
every American citizen to either be re
ligious or not be religious, support one 
religion or the other; you would not be 
bringing a resolution here supporting 
just one form of religion. 

There are people in our country who 
have no allegiance to the Ten Com
mandments. And yet, here we are, all 
of the issues that we have as a country 
pressing upon us, debating whether we 
ought to support the Ten Command
ments or not. We ought to be ashamed 
of ourselves, and we ought to vote this 
resolution down. It should never have 
been here in the first place. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOSTETTLER]. 

Mr. HOSTETTLER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in support of this joint resolution. 
In 1644 a Scotsman named Samuel 
Rutherford penned a work entitled 
"Lex, Rex" or "The Law and the 
Prince. " This book made quite a stir, 
for it challenged the divine right of 
kings; that is, it challenged the notion 
that the law was whatever the king 
said it was. 

Mr. Speaker, Rutherford saw a basic 
truth: Government not predicated upon 
an absolute is hardly a government at 
all. This greatly impressed the Found
ers of our Nation. 

Like it or not, the historical fact of 
the matter is that the absolutes upon 
which most of the law of this country 
is derived, everything from the right to 
own property to the criminal codes, are 
rooted in the Bible. 

More specifically, much of the law 
can be traced to that ancient moral 
code we call the Ten Commandments. 
Thank God that the Founders under
stood the source oflaw. 

I cringe that a misguided judge could 
so construe the Constitution as to call 
for the removal of the Ten Command
ments from the courthouse wall. I urge 
a yes vote on this resolution. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. SCARBOROUGH]. 

Mr. SCARBOROUGH. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the chairman for bringing this 
important issue up. I have to tell my 
colleagues, it is humorous watching 
people doing historical cartwheels, try
ing to rewrite history as radical revi
sionists have been doing for the past 30 
years, trying to tell us that the Ten 
Commandments is some political gim
mick. Well , if it is, it is a political gim
mick that the Father of our Constitu
tion also employed. 

James Madison, in drafting the Con
stitution, which radicals now claim to 
be trying to protect, said, 

We have staked the future of the American 
civilization not on the power of government, 
but on the capacity of Americans to abide by 
the Ten Commandments of God. 

The Father of our Country, George 
Washington, also talked about how this 
country could not be governed without 
God and the Ten Commandments and 
the Bible. 

Now, if the revisionists do not like 
that, that is fine, but please, do not in
sult Americans' intelligence, please do 
not try to do a verbal burning of our 
American history books. Let us talk 
about the simple facts. 

D 1445 
Maybe that is why the Supreme 

Court of the United States has two cop
ies of the Ten Commandments on the 
wall, while we have In God We Trust 
and Moses on this wall. Let us get real. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. WELDON]. 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I submit for the RECORD a copy of 
the Ten Commandments that I think 
will enhance our ability to conduct 
this debate in a civil manner. 

The debate today is over how far the 
hand of government will stretch to re
move religious symbols from the public 
square. Will our courts and Federal 
Government continue the battle to re
move all religious symbols from the 
public square? Are the Ten Command
ments so offensive that they call us not 
to murder, not to steal, not to commit 
adultery and to be truthful that we 
must remove them? 

They also call us to remember that 
we are accountable to someone other 
than ourselves, they call us to live 
lives of civility and respect to others. 
Is it so offensive to let people see the 
Ten Commandments? Let us support 
the resolution and the right of Judge 
Moore to hang the Ten Commandments 
in his courtroom. He should have the 
same rights as the Supreme Court of 
the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I include for the 
RECORD a copy of the Ten Command
ments: 

THE TEN COMMANDMENTS 

[From Exodus 20:1- 17) 
And God spoke all these words: 
" I am the Lord your God, who brought you 

out of Egypt, out of the land of slavery. 
"You shall have no other gods before me. 
' 'You shall not make for yourself an idol in 

the form of anything in heaven above or on 
the earth beneath or in the waters below. 
You shall not bow down to them or worship 
them; for I, the Lord your God, am a jealous 
God, punishing the children for the sin of the 
fathers to the third and fourth generation of 
those who hate me, but showing love to a 
thousand generations of those who love me 
and keep my commandments. 

"You shall not misuse the name of the 
Lord your God, for the Lord will not hold 
anyone guiltless who misuses his name. 
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"Remember the Sabbath day by keeping it 

holy. Six days you shall labor and do all 
your work, but the seventh day is a Sabbath 
to the Lord your God. On it you shall not do 
any work, neither you, nor your son or 
daughter, nor your manservant or 
maidservant, nor your animals, nor the alien 
within your gates. For in six days the Lord 
made the heavens and the earth, the sea, and 
all that is in them, but he rested on the sev
enth day. Therefore the Lord blessed the 
Sabbath day and made it holy. 

"Honor your father and your mother, so 
that you may live long in the land the Lord 
your God is giving you. 

''You shall not murder. 
"You shall not commit adultery. 
''You shall not steal. 
"You shall not give false testimony 

against your neighbor. 
"You shall not covet your neighbor's 

house. You shall not covet your neighbor's 
wife, or his manservant or maidservant, his 
ox or donkey, or anything that belongs to 
your neighbor." 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, anyone thinking that a 
vote for this resolution represents a 
show of their own support for the vir
tues of the Ten Commandments should 
take pause. This actually demeans 
Christianity rather than upholds it. 

Benjamin Franklin once wrote, 
"When religion is good, I conceive that 
it will support itself; and, when it can
not support itself, and God does not 
take care to support it, so that its pro
fessors are obliged to call for the help 
of the civil power, it is a sign, I appre
hend, of its being a bad one." 

Mr. Speak er, Christians do not need 
the courts to endorse or legitimize our 
religion, and asking for support from a 
court for endorsement is self-defeating. 

Mr. Speaker, when the Virginia Stat
ute for Religious Freedom was passed, 
Thomas Jefferson wrote to James 
Madison the following: "It is com
fortable to see the standard of reason 
at length erected, after so many ages 
during which the human mind has been 
held in vassalage by kings, priests, and 
nobles; and it is honorable for us to 
have produced the first legislature who 
has had the courage to declare that the 
reason of man may be trusted with the 
formation of his own opinions." 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution comes to 
us without warning, without hearings, 
without deliberation. It has come with
out an explanation of why it is so ur
gent that, if it is constitutional, the 
process will work its will. If it is not 
constitutional, it does not matter what 
we think. In either case, I do not think 
we should position ourselves with a 
judge for whom a court has ruled he is 
breaking the law and a judge who has 
proclaimed that he will ignore the very 
law he is supposed to uphold. 

Mr. Speaker, we have other things 
that we should be doing, juvenile jus
tice, education, health care, employ
ment, the budget. We should be attend
ing to those rather than this resolution 
that comes, as I said, without warning, 
without hearings, and without delib
eration. 

Mr. Speaker, we should, therefore, 
defeat this resolution. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. STEARNS]. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, I have 
here a dollar bill that says " In God we 
trust." Behind the Speaker it says "In 
God we trust. " This finite example, 
these examples provide tangible proof 
of the traditional cooperation of 
church and state. 

I say to the folks on this side, the 
Ten Commandments hang currently on 
the wall of the U.S. Supreme Court in 
a frieze. In fact the very chamber in 
which oral arguments on this case were 
heard is decorated with a notable and 
permanent, not seasonal, symbol of re
ligion, Moses with the Ten Command
ments. 

In order to preserve the religious 
principles on which our Nation was 
founded, let us demonstrate today to 
the Nation our belief that the Ten 
Commandments are a cornerstone of a 
fair and just society. 

Mr. Speaker, John Knox, the Scot
tish religious reformer, once wrote: "a 
man with God is always in the major
ity." We are a Judeo-Christian society. 
It is time we rose in support of it. 
Judge Roy Moore's courtroom illus
trates his commitment to the tenets of 
the Ten Commandments. I urge my col
leagues to support our Nation's found
ing principles and individual liberty by 
passing this resolution. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentlewoman from 
Texas [Ms. JACKSON-LEE]. 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, it is appropriate to rise fol
lowing a statement that calls upon 
Judeo-Christian tenets and our belief 
in the first amendment that clearly ar
ticulates our belief in the right to free
dom of religion and certainly freedom 
of speech. 

Even as I rushed to the floor of the 
House because I thought this delibera
tion was so key, I was admonished that 
we begin our sessions with prayer. And, 
yes, we do. And so it is important that 
we provide comfort to those who want 
to participate in religious activities 
and we do. I believe in the Ten Com
mandments. But we gave an option to 
the honorable judge in Alabama and 
that was that he could have the Ten 
Commandments along with other arti
facts that would indicate the broadness 
and depth of his responsibility as a ju
rist. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe this resolution 
is wrong. We have not had a hearing. It 
begs the question of freedom of reli
gion. We have freedom of religion, but 
the negative part of this particular res
olution is it has a matter on the floor 
of the House that has no place here. We 
have the right to have freedom of reli
gion across this Nation, but those who 
would come into that courtroom also 
have the right to be acknowledged and 

recognized in their difference in beliefs, 
their difference in interpretation of the 
Ten Commandments, their belief or 
nonbelief in the Ten Commandments. 
That is the freedom that we seek here 
by opposing this resolution, the free
dom to be able to believe as one would 
want to believe, the freedom to be able 
to acknowledge that we believe. I be
lieve in the Ten Commandments, but 
that in the place of government, we 
here in the United States Congress 
should not be on one side versus an
other. We should be promoting the 
right to freedom of religion and free
dom of expression of those who might 
oppose the display of the Ten Com
mandments as it is presently exposed. 

I would simply say that our right 
here is to oppose the resolution, to sup
port the first amendment and to sup
port freedom of religion. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield myself 1 minute. 

Throughout this debate, I have been 
struck by the fact that inscribed over 
the Speaker are the words "In God we 
trust." All of the arguments that are 
being made that the Ten Command
ments should not be displayed in a 
courtroom are equally applicable to 
the display of the motto ''In God we 
trust" here in this Chamber. 

Does in God we trust here mean that 
we are denying people religious free
dom? Does it mean that the people who 
come into the Chamber to watch our 
proceedings are somehow discrimi
nated against if they do not believe in 
God? Does it mean that we are threat
ening the Constitution? Does it mean 
we are undermining the Constitution 
or undermining religious freedom? No. 
It does not. 

And I would like to ask any of the 
Members who are opposed to this reso
lution to state whether they wish to 
have these words effaced from the wall 
here. If they do, then maybe they 
would be consistent. 

But if they are not willing to say 
that, then I think they should not op
pose this resolution because displaying 
the Ten Commandments in a court
room does nothing more to establish a 
particular religion or religion in gen
eral in this country than the display of 
these words on the walls of this Cham
ber. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my
self such time as I may consume just to 
make a very brief comment in closing. 

We have to look at the context in 
this particular case, in this particular 
courtroom. The context, as in the order 
against the judge, indicated that if he 
had a display similar to the one in the 
Supreme Court that had the Ten Com
mandments in the context of historical 
perspective where it is not specifically 
singled out, not endorsed, then it 
would be okay. The court in this case 
was given that option and denied it be
cause he said that he wants to make a 
religious statement. 
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The context is such that one would 

doubt whether or not they would have 
a fair trial if they do not believe in 
that particular religion. 

I do not think anyone thinks that 
their legislation may be in jeopardy 
based on their religious beliefs based 
on the statement right above your 
head, Mr. Speaker. They are free to 
state their beliefs and their position on 
legislation or the outcome of their leg
islation is not jeopardized by virtue of 
those beliefs. 

I think it is reasonable to assume if 
you did not believe what the judge did, 
after he has stated a prayer, as he has, 
and the one religion singled out for dis
play, I think you could reasonably as
sume that the outcome of your case 
may be jeopardized if you do not enjoy 
that same religion. It is the context in 
which these Ten Commandments are 
presented that creates the problem. 

The court has been ruled out of 
order. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, we 
should vote against this resolution. 

Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I yield the balance of my time to 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
ADERHOLT]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
GoODLATTE). The gentleman from Ala
bama [Mr. ADERHOLT] is recognized for 
1\112\ minutes. 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, in 
conclusion I would like to say that this 
resolution does not state that the Ten 
Commandments must be displayed in 
Government buildings. It does not 
force anyone to believe in God, nor 
does it force anyone to obey the Ten 
Commandments. It merely reaffirms 
the importance of a vital religious 
symbol in American societal life. 

As a nation we could do worse than 
to affirm these principles, that these 
principles have a place in our society 
and in our legal system. 

Families in Oklahoma would still be 
whole if the perpetrators of the bomb
ing had followed the command ' 'thou 
shalt not kill. " The streets of Los An
geles would have been peaceful last 
Friday if two men had followed the 
command " thou shalt not steal." 

Ronald Reagan said it best when he 
stated that billions of laws have been 
enacted throughout history and none 
of them have improved on the Ten 
Commandments one bit. 

Although this measure is a sense of 
Congress and it is not legally binding, 
I strongly believe that this resolution 
is an important symbolic gesture. 

I urge my colleagues to support 
House Concurrent Resolution 31. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Florida [Mr. CAN
ADY] that the House suspend the rules 
and agree to the concurrent resolution 
(H. Con. Res. 31). 

The question was taken. 
Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak

er, on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu

ant to clause 5 of rule I and the Chair's 
prior announcement, further pro
ceedings on this motion will be post
poned. 

Mrs. CHENOWETH. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of House Concurrent Resolution 31, 
the resolution supporting public display of the 
Ten Commandments. 

Mr. Speaker, some complain that displaying 
the Ten Commandments constitutes the es
tablishment of religion. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the Ten Commandments 
actually constitute the establishment of law. 

The Ten Commandments are one of the 
earliest examples of written law that society 
must have to survive. 

Acknowledging that the rights of people and 
the responsibility to establish laws protecting 
those rights come not from government but 
from the Creator only acknowledges the truth. 

Acknowledging that our system of law is 
deeply rooted in the Judeo-Christian tradition 
only acknowledges the truth. 

The truth, Mr. Speaker, is that the Ten 
Commandments establish the very principles 
of a fair and just society. 

Alabama Governor Fob James should be 
commended for taking whatever steps are 
necessary to resist the judicial tyranny which 
would force the removal of the Ten Command
ments from Judge Roy Moore's courtroom. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge the House to pass this 
resolution. If we as a nation are to continue to 
prosper, it will be as a result of the providence 
and blessing of God and the ideals set out in 
each of the Commandments. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CANADY of Florida. Mr. Speak

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
in which to revise and extend their re
marks on the concurrent resolution 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Florida? 

There was no objection. 

D 1500 

SPECIAL ORDERS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

GoODLATTE). Under the Speaker's an
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and 
under a previous order of the House, 
the following Members will be recog
nized for 5 minutes each. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis
lative programs and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

(The following Member (at the re
quest of Mr. SCOTT) to revise and ex
tend his remarks and include extra
neous material:) 

Mr. SKAGGS, for 5 minutes, today. 

(The following Members (at the re
quest of Mr. ADERHOLT) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex
traneous material:) 

Ms. GRANGER, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MANZULLO, for 5 minutes, today 

and on March 5 and 6. 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

revise and extend remarks was granted 
to: 

(The following Members (at the re
quest of Mr. SCOTT) and to include ex
traneous matter:) 

Mr. SERRANO. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. 
Mr. MATSUI. 
Ms. NORTON. 
Mr. VISCLOSKY. 
Mr. MILLER. 
Mr. WAXMAN. 
Mr. MARKEY. 
Mr. DEFAZIO. 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 
Mr. WEYGAND. 
Mr. KANJORSKI. 
(The following Members (at the re

quest of Mr. ADERHOLT) and to include 
extraneous matter:) 

Mr. PAXON. 
Ms. MOLINARI. 
Mrs. MORELLA. 
Mr. GILMAN, in two instances. 
Mr. GoODLATTE. 
Mr. CRANE. 
Mr. PORTER. 
Mr. MCKEON. 
Mr. CRAPO. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee 

on House Oversight, reported that that 
committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H.R. 499. An act to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service under con
struction at 7411 Barlite Boulevard in San 
Antonio, Texas, as the " Frank M. Tejeda 
Post Office Building" . 

H.R. 668. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to reinstate the Airport 
and Airway Trust Fund excise taxes, and for 
other purposes. 

BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 
Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee 

on House Oversight, reported that that 
committee did on the following date 
present to the President, for his ap
proval, a bill and a joint resolution of 
the House of the following title: 

On February 'l/7, 1997: 
H.R. 499. An act to designate the fac111ty of 

the United States Postal Service under con
struction at 7411 Barlite Boulevard in San 
Antonio, Texas, as the " Frank M. Tejeda 
Post Office Building" . 
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H.J. Res. 36. Joint resolution approving the 

Presidential finding that the limitation on 
obligations imposed by section 518A(a) of the 
Foreign Operations Act, 1997, is having a 
negative impact on the proper functioning of 
the population planning program. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I 

move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord

ingly (at 3 o'clock and 1 minute p.m.), 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 5, 1997, at 11 a.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

2028. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit
ting the Agency's final rule-Thiazopyr: Pes
ticide Tolerances [OPP-300455; FRL-5591-5) 
(RIN: 2070-AB78) received February 'Xl, 1997, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 810(a)(l)(A); to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

2029. A letter from the Administrator, 
Food and Consumer Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Food Assistance in 
Disaster and Distress Situations [Workplan 
Number 90-0001) (RIN: 0584-AB55) received 
February 'Xl, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
810(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

2030. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Defense, transmitting a report of a violation 
of the Anti-Deficiency Act-Air Force viola
tion, case No. 95-16, which totaled $172,121, 
occurred in the fiscal year 1993 and fiscal 
year 1994 operation and maintenance, Air 
Force [O&M,AF] appropriations, pursuant to 
31U.S.C.1517(b); to the Committee on Appro
priations. 

2031. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement, Department of Defense trans
mitting the Department's final rule-Defense 
Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement; 
Automatic Data Processing Equipment Leas
ing Costs [DF ARS Case 96-DOll] received 
February 'Xl, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
810(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on National 
Security. 

2032. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Procurement, Department of Defense, trans
mitting the Department's final rule-Defense 
Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement; 
Earned Value Management System [DFARS 
Case 96-D024] received March 3, 1997, pursu
ant to 5 U.S.C. 810(a)(l)(A); to the Committee 
on National Security. 

2033. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Administration and Management, Depart
ment of Defense, transmitting the Depart
ment's final rule-Civilian Health and Med
ical Program of the Uniformed Services 
[CHAMPUS]; Program for Persons with Dis
abilities; Basic Program [DoD 6010.8-R] (RIN: 
0720-AA32) received February 'Xl, 1997, pursu
ant to 5 U.S.C. 810(a)(l)(A); to the Committee 
on National Security. 

2034. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
Defense, transmitting notification that the 
report to be submitted pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 
115(a) will be submitted by April 30, 1997; to 
the Committee on National Security. 

2035. A letter from the Assistant to the 
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-

serve System, transmitting the Board's final 
rule-Membership of State Banking Institu
tions in the Federal Reserve System; Record
keeping and Confirmation of Certain Securi
ties Transactions Effected by State Member 
Banks (Regulation H; Docket No. Rr-0909) re
ceived February 28, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Banking 
and Financial Services. 

2036. A letter from the Secretary of Edu
cation, transmitting Final Regulations-Di
rect Grant Programs, pursuant to 20 U.S.C. 
1232(0; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

2037. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Regulations, Department of Edu
cation, transmitting the Department's re
port on the final regulations for direct grant 
programs, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(B); 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

2038. A letter from the Administrator, En
ergy Information Administration, Depart
ment of Energy, transmitting the Depart
ment's report entitled "Performance Profiles 
of Major Energy Producers 1995," pursuant 
to 42 U.S.C. 7267; to the Committee on Com
merce. 

2039. A letter from the Secretary of Health 
and Human Services, transmitting the 
fourth annual report to Congress on progress 
in achieving the performance goals ref
erenced in the Prescription Drug User Fee 
Act of 1992 [PDUF A], for the fiscal year 1996, 
pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 379g, note; to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

2040. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulatory Management and Information, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit
ting the Agency's final rule-National Pri
mary Drinking Water Regulations: Analyt
ical Methods for Radionuclides [WH-FRL-
5689-9) (RIN: 2040-AC88) received February '2:1, 
1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

2041. A letter from the Chairman, Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, transmitting the 
report of the nondisclosure of safeguards in
formation for the quarter ending December 
31, 1996, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 2167(d); to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

2042. A letter from the Secretary, Securi
ties and Exchange Commission, transmitting 
the Commission's "Major" final rule-Revi
sion of Holding Period Requirements in 
Rules 144 and 145 [Release No. 33-7390; File 
No. S7-17-95] (RIN: 3235-AG53) received Feb
ruary 21, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Commerce. 

2043. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting a copy of Presidential Deter
mination No. 97-17: Suspending Restrictions 
on U.S. Relations With the Palestine Libera
tion Organization, pursuant to Public Law 
104-107, section 604(b)(l) (110 Stat. 756); to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

2044. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of State, 
transmitting notification that effective Feb
ruary 10, 1997, the danger pay rate for the 
Great Lakes Region of Africa, including 
areas of Rwanda, Uganda, and Zaire, was des
ignated at the 25 percent level, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 5928; to the Committee on Inter
national Relations. 

2045. A letter from the Executive Director, 
Committee for Purchase From People Who 
Are Blind or Severely Disabled, transmitting 
the Committee's final rule-Additions to the 
Procurement List [97--007) received February 
28, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Government Reform and 
Oversight. 

2046. A letter from the Principal Deputy 
Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs, De
partment of Defense, transmitting a report 
of activities under the Freedom of Informa
tion Act for the calendar year 1996, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 552(e); to the Committee on Gov
ernment Reform and Oversight. 

2047. A letter from the Director, Division of 
Commissioned Personnel, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting 
the annual report for the Public Health Serv
ice Commissioned Corps retirement system 
for fiscal year 1995, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
9503(a)(l)(B); to the Committee on Govern
ment Reform and Oversight. 

2048. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Administration, Executive Office of the 
President, transmitting the fiscal year 1996 
annual report under the Federal Managers' 
Financial Integrity Act [FMFIA] of 1982, pur
suant to 31 U.S.C. 3512(c)(3); to the Com
mittee on Government Reform and Over
sight. 

2049. A letter from the Chairman and CEO, 
Farm Credit Administration, transmitting a 
report of activities under the Freedom of In
formation Act for the calendar year 1996, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(e); to the Committee 
on Government Reform and Oversight. 

2050. A letter from the Chairman, National 
Transportation Safety Board, transmitting a 
report of activities under the Freedom of In
formation Act for the calendar year 1996, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552; to the Committee 
on Government Reform and Oversight. 

2051. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, transmitting a re
port of activities under the Freedom of Infor
mation Act for the calendar year 1996, pursu
ant to 5 U.S.C. 552(e); to the Committee on 
Government Reform and Oversight. 

2052. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. 
Merit Systems Protection Board, transmit
ting a report of activities under the Freedom 
of Information Act for the calendar year 
1996, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(e); to the Com
mittee on Government Reform and Over
sight. 

2053. A letter from the Secretary of the In
terior, transmitting the 1996 section 8 report 
on National Historic and Natural Landmarks 
that have been damaged or to which damage 
to their integrity is anticipated, pursuant to 
16 U.S.C. la-5(a); to the Committee on Re
sources. 

2054. A letter from the Secretary of the In
terior, transmitting the Department's report 
on the administration of the Marine Mam
mal Protection Act of 1972, pursuant to 16 
U.S.C. 1373(f); to the Committee on Re
sources. 

2055. A letter from the Assistant Adminis
trator for Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting 
the Administration's final rule-Fisheries 
Off West Coast States and in the Western Pa
cific; Western Pacific Bottomfish Fishery; 
Mau Zone Moratorium [Docket No. 961121322-
7033-02; I.D. 110696B] (RIN: 0648-AJ02) re
ceived February 'Xl, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

2056. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting 
the Administration's final rule-Fisheries of 
the Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; 
Species in the Rock Sole/Flathead Sole/ 
"Other Flatfish" Fishery Category by Ves
sels Using Trawl Gear in Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands [Docket No. 961107312-7021-
02; I.D. 021997C] received February 'Xl, 1997, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com
mittee on Resources. 

2057. A letter from the Assistant Adminis
trator for Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
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Atmospheric Administration, transmitting 
the Administration's final rule-Fisheries of 
the Northeastern United States; Amendment 
6 to the Fishery Management Plan for the 
Atlantic Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish 
Fisheries [Docket No. 961125328-7032--02; I.D. 
103196B] (RIN: 0648-AJOO) received February 
27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

2058. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, transmitting 
the Administration's final rule-Fisheries of 
the Exclusive Economic Zone Off Alaska; 
Scallop Fishery; Registration Area D [Dock
et No. 960502124--6190-02; I.D. 021997E] received 
February 28, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Resources. 

2059. A letter from the Acting Director, Of
fice of Surface Mining Reclamation and En
forcement, transmitting the Office's final 
rule-State Program Amendments (RIN: 
1029-AB86 and 1029-AB87) received February 
27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

2060. A letter from the Acting Director, Of
fice of Surface Mining Reclamation and En
forcement, transmitting the Office's final 
rule-Ohio Regulatory Program [OH-239; 
Amendment Number 73] received February 
27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Resources. 

2061. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
(Civil Works), Department of the Army, 
transmitting the Department's report enti
tled "Upper Jordan River, Utah-Mill Creek 
Flood Control Project," pursuant to section 
301(a)(14) of the Water Resources Develop
ment Act [WRDAJ of 1996; to the Committee 
on Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2062. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Airbus Model A320 Series Air
planes (Federal Aviation Administration) 
[Docket No. 96-NM-11-AD; Arndt. 39-9948; AD 
97-05-94] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received February 
27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra
structure. 

2063. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Dornier Model 328-100 Series Air
planes (Federal Aviation Administration) 
[Docket No. 96-NM-116-AD; Arndt. 39-9949; 
AD 97-05-05] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb
ruary 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor
tation and Infrastructure. 

2064. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Boeing Model 747- 200. -300, and 
-400 Series Airplanes (Federal Aviation Ad
ministration) [Docket No. 96-NM-71-AD; 
Arndt. 39-9945; AD 97-05-01] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2065. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 
Directives; Empresa Brasileria de 
Aeronautica S.A. (EMBRAER) Model EMB-
120 Series Airplanes (Federal Aviation Ad
ministration) [Docket No. 95-NM-51- AD; 
Arndt. 39-9946; AD 97-05-02] (RIN: 2120-AA64) 
received February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

2066. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 

Directives; Boeing Model 727 Series Air- February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
planes (Federal Aviation Administration) 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor
[Docket No. 96-NM-223-AD; Arndt. 39-9894; tation and Infrastructure. 
AD 97-02-09] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb- . 2075. A letter from the General Counsel, 
ruary 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Department of Transportation, transmitting 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- the Department's final rule-Establishment 
tation and Infrastructure. of Class D Airspace; Victorville, CA (Federal 

2067. A letter from the General Counsel, Aviation Administration) [Airspace Docket 
Department of Transportation, transmitting No. 95-AWP- 26] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
Directives; Fokker Model F27 Mark 100, 200, 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
300, 400, 500, 600 and 700 Series Airplanes tation and Infrastructure. 
(Federal Aviation Administration) [Docket 2076. A letter from the General Counsel, 
No. 96-NM-142-AD; Arndt. 39-9943; AD 97-04- Department of Transportation, transmitting 
18] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received February 27, the Department's final rule-Special Flight 
1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Rules in the Vicinity of Grand Canyon Na
Committee on Transportation and Infra- tional Park (Federal Aviation Administra
structure. tion) [Docket No. 28537; Amendment Nos. 91-

2068. A letter from the General Counsel, 253, 93-73, 121-262, 135-66] (RIN: 2120-AF93) re
Department of Transportation, transmitting ceived February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor
Directives; Fokker Model F27 Series Air- tation and Infrastructure. 
planes Equipped with Walter Kidde Nose 2077. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Wheel Steering System (Federal Aviation Department of Transportation, transmitting 
Administration) [Docket No. 96-NM-38-AD; the Department's final rule-Advisory Cir
Amdt. 39-9941; AD 97-04-16] (RIN: 2120-AA64) cular-Aviation Safety Action Programs 
received February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 (ASAP) (Federal Aviation Administration) 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on (RIN: 2120-ZZ04) received February 27, 1997, 
Transportation and Infrastructure. pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com-

2069. A letter from the General Counsel, mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc
Department of Transportation, transmitting ture. 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 2078. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Directives; Saab Model SAAB 2000 Series Department of Transportation, transmitting 
Airplanes (Federal Aviation Administration) the Department's final rule-Special Anchor
[Docket No. 96-NM-236-AD; Arndt. 39-9944; age Area: Special Anchorage Great Kills Har
AD 97-04-19] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received Feb- bor, Staten Island, NY; Special Anchorage 
ruary 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Sheepshead Bay, Brooklyn, NY (U.S. Coast 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- Guard) [CGDOl-96-012] (RIN: 2115-AA98) re
tation and Infrastructure. ceived February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 

2070. A letter from the General Counsel, 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor
Department of Transportation, transmitting tation and Infrastructure. 
the Department's final rule-Airworthiness 2079. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Directives; British Aerospace Model BAe 146 Department of Transportation, transmitting 
Series Airplanes and Model Avro 146-RJ Se- the Department's final rule-Special Local 
ries Airplanes (Federal Aviation Administra- Regulations: Intracoastal Waterway, St. Au
tion) [Docket No. 96-NM-48-AD; Arndt. 39- gustine, FL (U.S. Coast Guard) [CGD07-97-
9942; AD 97-04-17] (RIN: 2120-AA64) received 002] (RIN: 2115-AE46) received February 27, 
February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- Committee on Transportation and Infra-
tation and Infrastructure. structure. 

2071. A letter from the General Counsel, 2080. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department's final rule-Amendment to the Department's final rule-Drawbridge Op
Class E Airspace; Johnston County Execu- eration Regulations; Gulf Intracoastal Wa
tive Airport, Olathe, KS (Federal Aviation terway, LA (U.S. Coast Guard) [CGDS-97-001] 
Administration) [Airspace Docket No. 96- (RIN: 2115-AE47) received February 27, 1997, 
ACE-19] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received February pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Com-
27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- ture. 
structure. 2081. A letter from the General Counsel, 

2072. A letter from the General Counsel, Department of Transportation, transmitting 
Department of Transportation, transmitting the Department's final rule-Section 5309 
the Department's final rule-Amendment to (Section 3(J)) FTA New Starts Criteria (Fed
Class E Airspace; Imperial, NE (Federal eral Transit Administration) (RIN: 2132-
Aviation Administration) [Docket No. 96- AA50) received February 27, 1997, pursuant to 
ACE-20] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received February 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to Transportation and Infrastructure. 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra- 2082. A letter from the General Counsel, 
structure. Department of Transportation, transmitting 

2073. A letter from the General Counsel, the Department's final rule-Implementa
Department of Transportation, transmitting tion of the 1995 Amendments to the Inter
the Department's final rule-Amendment of national Convention on Standards of Train
Class E Airspace; San Jose, CA (Federal ing, Certification and Watchkeeping for Sea
Aviation Administration) [Airspace Docket farers, 1978 (STCW) (U.S. Coast Guard) [CGD 
No. 96-A WP-27] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received 95-062] (RIN: 2115-AF26) received March 3, 
February 27, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Transpor- Committee on Transportation and Infra-
tation and Infrastructure. structure. 

2074. A letter from the General Counsel, 2083. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Department of Transportation, transmitting Branch, Department of the Treasury, trans
the Department's final rule-Revision of mitting the Department's final rule-Entry 
Class E Airspace; Victorville, CA (Federal of Softwood Lumber Shipments from Canada 
Aviation Administration) [Airspace Docket (U.S. Customs Service) [T.D. 97-9] (RIN: 1515-
No. 96-AWP-30] (RIN: 2120-AA66) received AB97] received February 24, 1997, pursuant to 
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5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2084. A letter from the Assistant Commis
sioner (Examination), Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service's final 
rule-Petroleum Industry Coordinated Issue: 
Cost Depletion-Recoverable Reserves-re
cei ved February 25, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2085. A letter from the Assistant Commis
sioner (Examination), Internal Revenue 
Service, transmitting the Service's final 
rule-Construction/Real Estate Industry Co
ordinated Issue: Per Diem Allowances for 
Temporary Technical Services Employees
received February 25, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2086. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Tax Avoidance 
Using Self-Amortizing Investments in Con
duit Financing Entities [Notice 97-21] re
ceived February 28, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S. 
801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

2087. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Waiver of Certain 
Limitations on Obtaining Automatic Con
sent to Change an Accounting Period and 
Elect to be an S Corporation Effective Janu
ary 1, 1997 [Notice 97-20] received February 
28, 1997, pursuant to 5 U.S. 801(a)(l)(A); to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

2088. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Employee Plans and 
Exempt Organizations; Requests for Certain 
Determination Letters and Applications for 
Recognition of Exemption [Announcement 
97-20] received February 28, 1997, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2089. A letter from the Chief, Regulations 
Unit, Internal Revenue Service, transmitting 
the Service's final rule-Determination of 
Issue Price in the Case of Certain Debt In
struments Issued for Property [Rev. Rul. 97-
10] received February 28, 1997, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(l)(A); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

2090. A letter from the Chairman, Prospec
tive Payment Assessment Commission, 
transmitting the Commission's report on 
issues affecting health care delivery in the 
United States, pursuant to Public Law 101-
508, section 4002(g)(l)(B) (104 Stat. 1388--36); to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2091. A letter from the Department of 
State, Assistant Secretary for Legislative 
Affairs, transmitting the Department's Fed
eral Equal Opportunity Recruitment Pro
gram for fiscal year 1996, pursuant to 22 
U.S.C. 3905(d)(2); jointly, to the Committees 
on International Relations and Government 
Reform and Oversight. 

2092. A letter from the Railroad Retire
ment Board, transmitting the Board's jus
tification of budget estimates for fiscal year 
1998, pursuant to 45 U.S.C. 231f; jointly, to 
the Committees on Transportation and In
frastructure, Ways and Means, and Appro
priations. 

PUBLIC Bil.JLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 4 
of rule XXII, public bills and resolu
tions were introduced and severally re
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. COBLE (for himself and Mr. 
BERMAN): 

H.R. 908. A bill to establish a Commission 
on Structural Alternatives for the Federal 
Courts of Appeals; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

*COM026*By Mr. HEFLEY (for himself 
and Mr. ORTIZ) (both by request): 

H.R. 909. A bill to authorize certain con
struction at military installations for fiscal 
year 1998, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on National Security. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. BUR
TON of Indiana, Mr. SPRA'IT, Mr. 
MORAN of Virginia, Mr. GREENWOOD, 
Mr. KLINK, Mr. POSHARD, Mr. KEN
NEDY of Massachusetts, Mrs. 
TAUSCHER, Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. HIN
CHEY, Mr. FILNER, and Ms. HOOLEY of 
Oregon): 

H.R. 910. A bill to amend the Communica
tions Act of 1934 to require that violent tele
vision programming is limited to broadcast 
after the hours when children are reasonably 
likely to comprise a substantial portion of 
the audience, unless it is specifically rated 
on the basis of its violent content so that it 
is blockable by electronic means specifically 
on the basis of that content; to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. PORTER (for himself, Mr. ACK
ERMAN, Mr. BAKER, Mr. BARRETT of 
Nebraska, Mr. BARTLETT of Mary
land, Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. BLILEY, Mr. 
BOEHLERT, Mr. BUNNING of Kentucky, 
Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. 
CANADY of Florida, Mrs. CARSON' Ms. 
CHRISTIAN-GREEN, Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. 
COYNE, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, Ms. DANNER, 
Mr. DAVIS of Virginia, Mr. DICKEY, 
Mr. DOYLE, Ms. DUNN of Washington, 
Mr. EHLERS, Mr. EHRLICH, Mrs. EMER
SON, Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. ENSIGN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. FA'ITAH, 
Mr. FILNER, Mr. FOLEY' Mr. FRANK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. FRANKS of New 
Jersey, Mr. FROST, Ms. FURSE, Mr. 
GALLEGLY, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. GoOD
LATTE, Mr. GoODLING, Mr. Goss, Mr. 
GREENWOOD, Mr. HALL of Ohio, Mr. 
HASTERT, Mr. HAYWORTH, Mr. 
HERGER, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. HOLDEN, 
Mr. HORN, Mrs. JOHNSON of Con
necticut, Mrs. KELLY, Mr. KIM, Mr. 
LARGENT, Mr. LEACH, Mr. LIVING
STON, Mr. MCCOLLUM, Mr. MCHUGH, 
Mr. MCKEON, Ms. MCKINNEY, Mr. 
MCINTOSH, Mr. MEEHAN, Ms. MOL
INARI, Mr. NEAL of Massachusetts, 
Mr. NEY, Ms. NORTON, Mr. OLVER, Mr. 
OWENS, Mr. PARKER, Mr. PAYNE, Mr. 
PETRI, Mr. PICKETT, Mr. POSHARD, 
Mr. QUINN, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. RIGGS, 
Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO, Mr. SANDERS, 
Mr. SANFORD, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SEN
SENBRENNER, Mr. SERRANO, Mr. 
SHAYS, Mr. SISISKY, Mr. SKEEN, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. STARK, Mr. STUMP, 
Mrs. TliURMAN, Mr. TOWNS, Mr. 
WALSH, Mr. WATTS of Oklahoma, Mr. 
WELDON of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
WELLER, Mr. WICKER, Mr. WOLF, Mr. 
CASTLE, Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. Fox 
of Pennsylvania, Ms. JACKSON-LEE, 
and Mr. MARTINEZ): 

H.R. 911. A bill to encourage the States to 
enact legislation to grant immunity from 
personal civil liability, under certain cir
cumstances, to volunteers working on behalf 
of nonprofit organizations and governmental 
entities; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 

consideration of such provisions as fall with
in the jurisdiction of the committee con
cerned. 

By Mr. BACHUS: 
H.R. 912. A bill to amend section 1928 of the 

Social Security Act to extend eligibility for 
Medicaid payment for administration of a 
pediatric vaccine to all children who are not 
insured with respect to that vaccine; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COMBEST (for himself, Mr. 
STENHOLM, Mr. THORNBERRY, Mr. 
LUCAS of Oklahoma, Mr. CHAMBLISS, 
and Mr. EDWARDS): 

H.R. 913. A bill to amend the Agricultural 
Market Transition Act to provide greater 
planting flexib111ty; to the Committee on Ag
riculture. 

By Mr. MCKEON (for himself and Mr. 
KILDEE): 

H.R. 914. A bill to make certain technical 
corrections in the Higher Education Act of 
1965 relating to graduation data disclosures; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. BOEHLERT (for himself and 
Mr. CLYBURN): 

H.R. 915. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, to provide protection for airline 
employees who provide certain air safety in
formation; to the Committee on Transpor
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. CRANE: 
H.R. 916. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 

Social Security Act to remove the require
ment of an x ray as a condition of coverage 
of chiropractic services under the Medicare 
Program; to the Committee on Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with
in the jurisdiction of the committee con
cerned. 

By Mr. CRAPO: 
H.R. 917. A bill to amend the Fair Labor 

Standards Act of 1938 to provide that the 
overtime exemption available to employees 
engaged in the transportation and prepara
tion of fruit and vegetables is available to 
employees engaged in the transportation and 
preparation of sugar beets; to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. KNOLLENBERG: 
H.R. 918. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Transportation to make grants to States for 
the construction and maintenance of high
ways, to direct the Federal Communications 
Commission to conduct spectrum auctions to 
provide funding for the grants, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committees on Trans
portation and Infrastructure, and Ways and 
Means, for a period to be subsequently deter
mined by the Speaker, in each case for con
sideration of such provisions as fall within 
the jurisdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MILLER of California (for him
self, Mr. SANDERS, Ms. WOOLSEY, Mr. 
MEEHAN, Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Is
land, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. YATES, Mr. 
BROWN of California, Mr. ANDREWS, 
Mrs. LOWEY, Mr. FRANK of Massachu
setts, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
MCGoVERN, Mr. SABO, Mr. KENNEDY 
of Massachusetts, Ms. RIVERS, Mr. 
STARK, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. VENTO, Ms. FURSE, Ms. RoYBAL
ALLARD, Mr. EVANS, Mr. MARKEY, Mr. 
ABERCROMBIE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. OLVER, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
PORTER, Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Ms. 
ESHOO, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. GEJDENSON, 
Ms. LOFGREN, and Ms. DELAURO): 
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H.R. 919. A b111 to establish fair market 

value pricing of Federal natural assets, and 
for other purposes; referred to the Com
mittee on Resources, and in addition to the 
Committees on Agriculture, and the Budget, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mrs. MORELLA (for herself, Mrs. 
LOWEY, Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. GREENWOOD, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. 
MCHUGH, Mrs. MALONEY of New York, 
Mr. FAZIO of California, Ms. SANCHEZ, 
Mr. ROMERO-BARCELO, Mrs. CARSON, 
Mrs. MEEK of Florida, Mr. OBERSTAR, 
Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. DELAHUNT, Mr. 
BALDACCI, Mr. EVANS, Mr. FROST, Ms. 
FURSE, and Mrs. KELLY): 

H.R. 920. A b111 to establish an Office on 
Women's Health within the Department of 
Health and Human Services; to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 921. A b111 to amend the Internal Rev

enue Code of 1986 to exclude from gross in
come pension benefits received by the sur
vivors of law enforcement officers killed in 
the line of duty; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Alaska (for himself, 
Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, and Mr. 
NORWOOD): 

H.J. Res. 59. Joint resolution to disapprove 
a rule affecting polar bear trophies from 
Canada under the 1994 amendments to the 
Marine Mammal Protection Act issued by 
the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service of the De
partment of the Interior; to the Committee 
on Resources. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE (for himself, 
Mr. MILLER of California, Mr. LEACH, 
Mrs. MINK of Hawaii, Mr. 
FALEOMAVAEGA, Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. 
ROMERO-BARCELO, Ms. CHRISTIAN
GREEN, Ms. PELOSI, Mr. STARK, Mr. 
p ALLONE, Mrs. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. EVANS, Mr. HINCHEY, Mr. 
FRANK of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
LEWIS of Georgia): 

H. Con. Res. 32. Concurrent resolution ex
pressing the sense of Congress with respect 
to the storage of nuclear waste on any terri
tory or possession of the United States; to 
the Committee on Commerce, and in addi
tion to the Committee on Resources, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PICKETT: 
H. Con. Res. 33. Concurrent resolution to 

express the sense of the Congress that the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics should develop 
and publish monthly a cost of living index; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

H. Con. Res. 34. Concurrent resolution ex
pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
President should submit a national energy 
policy plan to Congress; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEARNS: 
H. Con. Res. 35. Concurrent resolution to 

require the posting of the Ten Command
ments in the House and Senate Chambers; to 
the Committee on House Oversight. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, sponsors 

were added to public bills and resolu
tions as follows: 

H.R. 1: Mrs. NORTHUP, Mr. HUTCHINSON, 
and Mr. WATKINS. 

H.R. 18: Mr. ACKERMAN, Mr. ENGLISH of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. CLYBURN, 
and Mr. GRAHAM. 

H.R. 21: Mr. TORRES. 
H.R. '1:7: Mr. WAMP, Mr. PICKERING, Mr. BOB 

SCHAFFER, Mr. BOUCHER, and Mr. PETERSON 
of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 53: Mr. KLUG and Mr. LEWIS of Geor
gia. 

H.R. 58: Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. GILCHREST, Mr. 
DICKEY, Mr. SISISKY, Mr. FARR of California, 
Mr. BARCIA of Michigan, Ms. DEGETTE, Mr. 
CLYBURN, and Mr. BERRY. 

H.R. 64: Mr. HULSHOF, Mr. ENGLISH of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. WELLER, Mr. CUNNINGHAM, 
Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. CANADY of Florida, Mr. 
LATHAM, Mr. BARR of Georgia, Mr. 
SNOWBARGER, Mr. SMITH of Oregon, Mr. 
HORN' and Mr. p ARKER. 

H.R. 71: Mr. MClNToSH, Mr. BARTLETT of 
Maryland, Mr. WICKER, and Mr. HOEKSTRA. 

H.R. 96: Mr. CLAY, Mr. MASCARA, Mr. 
RIGGS, and Mr. MCHUGH. 

H.R. 132: Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 143: Mr. CONDIT, Mr. ENSIGN, and Mr. 

CHRISTENSEN. 
H.R. 165: Mr. BOUCHER. 
H.R. 218: Mr. WELLER. 
H.R. 292: Mr. KIM, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. GIB

BONS. 
H.R. 373: Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. THOMPSON, 

Ms. CHRISTIAN-GREEN, Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, 
Mr. RUSH, and Ms. BROWN of Florida. 

H.R. 383: Mr. BACHUS and Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 387: Mr. CHABOT. 
H.R. 407: Ms. DELAURO, Ms. RrvERS, Ms. 

GRANGER, Mr. GEJDENSON, Mr. GoNZALEZ, Mr. 
FLAKE, and Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 446: Mr. EVANS, Mr. CAMP, Mr. CRAPO, 
Mr. GIBBONS, and Mr. PICKERING. 

H.R. 450: Mr. BOEHNER and Mr. RADANO
VICH. 

H.R. 491: Mr. ROTHMAN, Mrs. CARSON, Mr. 
ACKERMAN, Mr. HOLDEN, Mr. LATOURETTE, 
Mr. HASTERT, Mr. EVANS, Mr. FARR of Cali
fornia, and Mr. PARKER. 

H.R. 494: Mr. RIGGS. 
H.R. 501: Mr. RoTHMAN. 
H.R. 511: Mr. CHAMBLISS, Ms. JACKSON

LEE, Mr. PETERSON of Minnesota, and Mr. 
LATHAM. 

H.R. 521: Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. CAMP, Mr. 
RoMERO-BARCELO, Mr. HOBSON, Mr. PRICE of 
North Carolina, Mr. MANTON, Mr. MCGoVERN, 
Mr. FARR of California, Mr. FILNER, Mr. 
FLAKE, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. STUPAK. 

H.R. 530: Mr. ENGLISH of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
SAM JOHNSON, Mr. RAMSTAD, Mr. COLLINS, 

Mr. PORTMAN, Mr. CAMP, Mr. KLECZKA, Mr. 
SESSIONS, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. MCHUGH, Mr. 
CANADY of Florida, Mr. KINGSTON, Mr. 
BALLENGER, Mr. KNOLLENBERG, Mr. GoRDON, 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. 
POMBO, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. MCKEON, Mr. 
STEARNS, Mr. LOBIONDO, Mr. WICKER, Mrs. 
KELLY, and Mr. RIGGS. 

H.R. 533: Mr. MCDERMOTT, Mr. FILNER, Ms. 
SANCHEZ, Mr. YATES, and Mr. GEJDENSON. 

H.R. 551: Mr. GoNZALEZ and Mr. STEARNS. 
H.R. 552: Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, 

Mr. LEWIS of Georgia, Mr. WELLER, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, and Mr. BLUMENAUER. 

H.R. 562: Mr. RIGGS. 
H.R. 586: Mr. BACHUS, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. 

FARR of California, Mr. FAZIO of California, 
Mr. FLAKE, Mr. FORD, Mr. HAMILTON, Mr. 
KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. LANTOS, Mr. 
LAZIO of New York, Mr. MCGoVERN, Mr. 
SALMON, Mrs. TAUSCHER, and Mr. WICKER. 

H.R. 591: Mr. STARK, Mr. RUSH, Mr. FOGLI
ETTA, Mr. NADLER, and Mr. HINCHEY. 

H.R. 598: Mr. MCINTOSH and Mr. EVANS. 
H.R. 612: Mr. WAXMAN, Mr. LATOURETTE, 

Mr. MANToN, Mr. COOKSEY, Mr. VISCLOSKY, 
Mr. TIERNEY, Mr. SCOTT, and Mr. ROTHMAN. 

H.R. 628: Mr. WYNN and Mr. STUPAK. 
H.R. 635: Ms. PELOSI. 
H.R. 665: Mr. SCHIFF. 
H.R. 680: Mr. McINTOSH. 
H.R. 687: Mr. OWENS, Mr. DELLUMS, Ms. 

BROWN of Florida, and Mr. MCGoVERN. 
H.R. 766: Ms. SLAUGHTER, Ms. KILPATRICK, 

and Mr. GEJDENSON. 
H.R. 767: Mr. KLUG. 
H.R. 815: Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. LEWIS of Geor

gia, Mr. DELLUMS, Mr. ACKERMAN, Mrs. 
KELLY, Mr. GILMAN, Mr. PICKETT, Ms. 
SLAUGHTER, Mr. NADLER, Mr. DICKEY, Mr. 
TIERNEY, Ms. DELAURO, Ms. RIVERS, Mrs. 
MORELLA, Mr. BERRY, Mr. CLYBURN, Mr. 
OLVER, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. HINCHEY, and Mr. 
WALSH. 

H.R. 858: Mr. CANADY of Florida, Mr. 
HEFLEY, Mr. HILLIARD, Mr. RADANOVICH, Mr. 
RIGGS, Mr. POMBO, and Mr. PARKER. 

H.R. 898: Mr. DOOLEY of California. 
H.R. 901: Mr. PETERSON of Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SHADEGG, Mr. GRAHAM, and Mr. CRAPO. 
H.J. Res. 32: Mr. GALLEGLY. 
H.J. Res. 40: Mr. GRAHAM. 
H.J. Res. 58: Mr. BONO, Mr. SOUDER, Mr. 

BURTON of Indiana, Mr. BARR of Georgia, and 
Mr. GRAHAM. 

H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. HEFNER, Mr. STUPAK, 
Mrs. FOWLER, Mr. PRICE of North Carolina, 
Mr. CLAY, Mr. GEJDENSON, Ms. RIVERS, Mrs. 
CARSON, and Mr. KANJORSKI. 

H. Con. Res. 18: Mr. FALEOMAVAEGA and 
Mr. FRANK of Massachusetts. 

H. Con. Res. 31: Mr. RYUN, Mr. WATTS of 
Oklahoma, Mrs. CHENOWETH, Mr. HILLEARY, 
Mr. CRANE, Mr. ISTOOK, Mr. GoODLATTE, Mr. 
COBURN, Mr. EVERETT, Mr. BACHUS, Mr. 
ROGAN, Mr. CALLAHAN, Mr. WOLF, Mr. PICK
ERING, and Mr. WICKER. 

H. Res. 15: Mr. SERRANO, Mr. NADLER, Mr. 
KENNEDY of Rhode Island, Mr. SHAYS, Mr. 
JACKSON, Mrs. MORELLA, Mrs. MEEK of Flor
ida, and Mr. SALMON. 
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